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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE SIXTY -NINTH CONGRESS 
FIRST SESSION 

SENATE 
TUESDAY, January 19, 19~6 

(Legi.'llative day of Saturday, January 16, 1926) 

The Senate, as in open executive session, reassembled at 12 
o'clock meridian, on the expiration of the recess. 

As in legislative session, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A mes ·age from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Far
rell, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed 
·without amendment the following bills of the Senate: 

S. 90. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to create 
a Library of Congress trust-fund board, and for other pur
poses," approved :March 3, 1925; and 

S. 1267. An act to extend the time for the completion of the 
construction of a bridge aero s the Columbia River between 
the State. of Oregon and Washington, at or within 2 miles 
westerly from Cascade Locks, in the State of Oregon. 

The me sage also announced that the House had passed 
bills and joint resolutions of the foJlowing titles, in which it 
reques'te<l the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 172. An act to ertend the time for the construction of 
a bridge aero. the Mississippi River at or near the village of 
Clearwater, Minn.; 

H. R. 173. An act to extend the time for the construction of 
a bridge acro.~s the Rainy Ri ''er 'bet wee~ the -yillage . of 
Spooner, Minn., and Rainy River, Ontario; · · 

H. R. 3755. An act granting the consent of Congress· to the 
cotmties of Anderson, S. C., and Elbert, Ga., to construct a 
bridge across the Savannah Ri"ver; ·- . · 

H. R. 3852. An act to authorize th~ construction of a bridge 
over the Columb!a River at a point within 2 miles {lownstream 
fl'Om the town of Brewster, Okanogan Coui:lty,' 'sta1e of' Wash
ington; 

H. R. 4032. An act granting consent of Congress to the 
Brownsville & Matamoros Rapid Transit Co. for construc
tion of a bridge across the Ilio Grande at Browp.S'\'ille. Tex.; 

H. R. 4033. An act granting consent of Congre s to the Hi
dalgo & Reynosa Bridge Co. for consh·uction of a bridge across 
the Rio Grande near Hidalgo, Tex.; 

H. R. 4440. An act granting the coru ent of' Congress to the 
board of . uperviwrs of Clarke County, Miss., to construct a 
bridge across the Chunky Ri'\'er in the State of Mishl8sippi: 

H. R. 44-H. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Board of Supervisors of Keshoba County. Miss., to construct a 
bridge across the Pearl River in the State of Mississippi; 

H. R. 5027. An act authorizing the construction 'of a bridge 
across the Ohio River between the municipalities of Rochester 
and Monaca, Beaver County, Pa.; 

H. R. 5379. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Cook. State of Illinois, to con truct a bridge across 
the Little Calumet Ri'\'er in Cook County, State of illinois; 

H. R. 5565. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Civic Club of Grafton, X Dak., to construct a bri<lge aero s 
the Re<l River of the North; 

H. R. 6089. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
and approaches thereto across the Fox River in the county of 
1\Icllenry, State of IJlinois, in ection 26, township 45 north, 
range 8 east of the third principal meriilian ; 

H. R. 6234. An act to authorize the department of public 
works, divi~ion of highways, of the Commonwealth of Ma a
cbusetts, to construct a bridge acro~s the Palmer River ; 

H. R. 7484. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State Highway Commission of Arkansas to construct. main
tain, and operate a bridge across Red River near Fulton, Ark.; 
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H. J. Res. 64. A joint resolution to ·ecure a replica of the 
Houdon bust of Washington for lodgment in the Pan American 
Building; and 

H. J. Res.107. A joint resolution to provide for the expenses 
of the participation of the United States in the work of a 
preparatory commission to consider questions of reduction and 
limitation of armaments. 

CONSTITUTIOX ALITY OF ESTATE TAX 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I ask permission to have 
printeu in the RECORD a letter to me from John ~. Parker, a 
distinguished lawyer of New York and a well-considered memo
randum by him as to the con titutionality of an estate tax. 

There being no objection, the Jetter and memorandum were 
ordered to be printed in the REcoRD, as follows : 

Hon. DGNCAN U. FLETCHER, 

200 FIFTH AYESUE, 

New York, Janttary 16, 1!J26. 

United States Se-nate, WashitlgfotiJ D. 0. 
.MY DEAR SEN.\TO-a : I received a few days ago the copy of your Rpeech 

on the suhject of the proposed estate tax law and read it with great 
intE-rest. 

As requested by you when I saw you at your office last :\londay, I 
am inclosing herewith a memorandum which I have prepared as to the 
constitutionality of the estate-tax pro•isions (Title III) of the pending 
revenue bill. It seems to me to be 'beyond question that Title JII, if 
('nacted in its present form, will be held by the Supreme Court uncou·
stitutional and >oid, and that the same thing may be snid of the 
estate-tax pt·o'"Wons of the revenue act of 1924. 

Faithfully ;\·ours, 
JNO. S. PARKER. 

I~ THE SEXATE OF THE U~\ITED STATES 

An act (H. R. 1) to reuuce and equalize taxes, to pro>ide revenue, 
and f(}r other purposes 

1\IEMOR.!NDCM -~S TO THE COXSTITI:TIO~ALITY OF TITLE III, ESTATE TAX 

I. The tax imposed by Title III (estate tax) of the revenue bill of 
1926, upon the transfer of the net estate of every decedent <lying 
after tl1e enactment of the act, is a duty or excise within the mean
ing of sedion of Article I of the Con titution, and as such is sub
ject to the rule of uniformity as prescribed by the first clau~e of that 
section. 
Estate, inheritance, legacy, and "uccession taxes are duties or ex

cises within the meaning of section 8 of article 1 of the Constitution 
nnd a such are subject to the rule of uniformity. (Knowlton v. 
1\Ioore, 178 U. S. 41.) 
II. By reason of the inclusion in Title III of the propo ed act of the 

provision (sec. 301 (b)) allowing a creuit for estate, inheritance, 
li'gacy, anu .'nccession taxes paid to any State or Territory or the 
District of t 'olmnbia, the · whole title i.s rendered r epugna.nt to the 
uniformity danf'e of section 8 of Article I of the Constitution and 
is void. 
A tax is uniform, within the meaning of the constitutional pro>i

sion on that subject, when it opPrates with tbe , arne effect in all 
places where the subject of it is found. (Edye v. Rob€rtson, 112 U. S. 
580.) 

The uniformity thus requir('d is the· uniformity throughout the 
t:'nited States of the duty, impo t, anll excise levied; that is, the 
tax le\ied can not be one , urn upon an article at one place and a 
different sum upon the same article at another place. The tluty 
received must be the same at all places throughout the United State , 
propornoned to the- quantity of the a1·ticle di .;;po&ed of or the extent 
of tbe bnsin~ss done. * • • It is contended by the Go>ernrnent 
that the Constitution only requires a uniformity geographical in its 
character. That po.ition would be satisfied if the sarr.e duty were 
laid in all the State:-, how('ver \ariant it might be in different places 
of the same ' tate. But it could not be sustained · in the latter case 

2341 

,: 

I 
( 



2342 COXGRESSION AL RECORD-SEX ATE JANUARY 19 
without defeating the equallty, which is an essential element of the 
uniformity required, so far as the same is practicable. (Mr. Justice 
Field, in Pollock v. Farmers' Loan & Trust Co., 157 U. S. 429.) 

It needs no argument to show that in its application under existing 
conditions in the several States of the Union there is no uniformity 
what oever in the amount of the ta,x:, and it is no answer to the 
objection raised as to uniformity that the proposed law may be made 
to operate uniformly throughout the United States by action of the 
States. 

In a recent case before the Supreme Court involving the consti
tutionality of the income tax law of the State of New York, which in 
its application di ·criminated against citizens of other States, the 
attorney general of 'ew York argued that such discrimination could 
be removed in practice by appropriate action of the legislatures of 
the other States. The Supreme Court made short work of this argu
ment, and the rea oning of the court applies with equal force to 
thf proposed law now under consideration. The court said: 

"In the brief submitted by the attorney general of New York in 
behalf of appellant, it is said that the framers of the act, in embody
ing in it the provision for unequal treatment of the residents of 
other States with respect to the exemptions, looked forward to the 
speedr adoption of an income tax by the adjoining States, in which 
Hent injustice to their citizens on the part of New York could be 
aYoided by pronding similar exemptions similarly conditioned. This, 
how£>ver, is wholly speculative; New York has no authoiity to legislate 
for the adjoining States; and we must puss upon its statute with 
respect to its effect and operation in the existing situation. But, 
be ides, in view of the provisions of the Constitution of the United 
State , a discrimination by the State of r'ew York against the citizens 
of adjoining States would not be cured were those States to establish 
like discriminations against citizens of the State of New York. A 
State may not barter away the right conferred upon its citizens by the 
Con titution of the United States, to enjoy the privileges and immuni
ties of citizens when they go into other States. Nor can discrimina
tion be corrected by retaliation; to prevent this was one of the chief 
ends sought to be accomplished by the adoption of the Constitution." 
(Travis v. Yale & Towne Manufacturing Co., 252 U. S. 60, 81, 82.) 
III. Said title III is an invasion of the rights reserved to the States 

bv Article X of the amendments to the Constitution, and for that 
r~ason also is unconstitutional and void. 
The tenth amendment reads as follows : 
"The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitu

tion, nor prohibited by it to the States, are re erved to the States, 
respectively, or to the people." 

The avowed purpose of the proponents of the provision allowing 
a credit for State taxes paid is to force uniformity among the States 
in the imposition of inheritance taxes. The report of the Ways and 
Means Committee contains this significant paragraph: 

"A very important change was also made in the application of the 
estate taxes. 'Gnder the present law a credit is allowed upon the 
taxes of the amount of any inheritance or estate tax paid to any 
State, up to 25 per cent of the Federal tax. In order to give the 
yarlous States full freedom to make use of this tax, the committee 
decided to extend the credit which m1ght be so allowed up to 80 per 
cent of the Federal tax. The several States, by the use of this pro
vision, will be enabled to make use of the inheritance tax without 
additional cost to its citizens." 

The power to enforce uniformity of the laws of the States in their 
domestic affairs is not among the powers committed to Congress by 
the Constitution. 

" We must construe the law and interpret the intent and meaning 
of Congress from the language of the act. • • • Does this law 
impose a tax with only that incidental restraint and regulation which 
a tax must inevitably involve? Or does it regulate by the use of the 
so-culled tax as a penalty? • In the light of these features 
of the act, a court must be blind not to see that the so-called tax Is 
imposed to stop the employment of children within the age limits pre
scril.>ed. Its prohibitory and regulatory effect and purpose are palpable. 
All others can see anti understand this. fl()W can we properly shut our 
minds to it? • So here the so-called tax is a penalty to 
coerce peop1e of a State to act as Congress wishes them to act in 
resprct of a matter completely the business of the State government 
under the Federal Constitution.'' (Chief Justice Taft, in Bailey v. 
Drl.'xel Furniture Company, 259 U. S. 20, 36, 37, 39.) 

The only difference in principle between the above case and the pro
post?d law now undet· consider·ation is that whereas in the child labor 
case Congress merely attempted, in the language of the Chief Justice, 
to coer('e the peotlle of a State, here we find an attempt to ('Oerce the 
sover<'ign States them, elve in the exercise of one of the very funda
mental functions of sovereignty, that js to say, the imposition of taxes 
upon their citizens. 

•· Should Congre"s, in the execution of its powers, adopt measures 
which are prohibited by the Constitution, or should Congress, under 
the pretext of exN·uting its powers, pas laws for the ac£omplisliment 
of oi.Jjects not intrusted to the Government, it would become the painful 
cluty of this tribunal, should a case requiring such a decision come 

before it, to say that such a law was not the law of the land." 
(Chief Justice Marshall, in McCulloch t". Maryland, 4 Wheaton.) 

" It is the high duty and function of this court in cases regularly 
brought to its bar to decline to recognize or enforce seeming laws of 
Congress dealing with subjects not intrusted to Congress but left or 
committed by the supreme law of the land to the control of the States. 
We cau not avoid the duty, even though it require us to refuse to give 
effect to legislation designed to promote the highest good. The good 
sought in unconstitutional legislation is an insidious feature, because 
it leads citizens and legislators of good purpose of promote it, without 
thought of the serious breach it will make in the ark of our covenant 
or the harm which will come from breaking down recognized standards. 
In the maintenance of local self-government, on the one hand, and the 
uational power, on the other, our country has been able to entJnre and 
prosper for near a century and a half." (Chief Justice Taft, in Bailey 
v. Drexel Furniture Company (child labor tax case), 2GI) U. S. 20, 37.) 

" Out of a proper respect for the acts of a coordinate branch of the 
Govemment this colll't has gone far to sustain taxing acts as such, 
evt>n though there has been ground for suspecting, from the weight of 
the tax, it was intended to destroy its subject. But in the act befOJ'O 
us the presumption of validity can not prevail, because the proof of 
the contrary is found on the very face of its provi ions. Gr·ant the 
validity of this law, and all that Congress would need to do hereafter, 
in seeking to take over to its control any one oi' the great number of 
subjects of public interest, jurisdiction of which the States have never 
parted with, and whlch are reserved to them by the tenth amendment, 
would be to enact a detailed measure of complete regulation of th·~ 
subject and enforce it by a so-called tax upon. the departures from it. 
To give such magic to the word 'tax' would be to break down ull 
constitutional limitation of the powers of Congress and completely 
wipe out the sovereignty of the States." (Chief Justice Taft in Bailey 
v. Drexel Furniture Co. (child-labor tax case), 259 U. S. 20, 37.) 

IV. Title III is void in Its entirety 

" It is elementary that the same statute may be in part constitu
tional and in part unconstHutional; and if the part ar·e wholly ind'!
pendent of each other, that which is constitutional may stand, while 
that which is unconstitutional will be rejected. And in the ca:,;e before 
us there is no question as to the validity of this act, except sections 27 
to 37, inclusive, which relate to the subject which has been under 
discussion ; and as to them we think the rule laid down by Chief 
Justice Shaw in Warren v. Charlestown (2 Gray 84) is applicable
that if the different parts 'are so mutually connected with and lie
pendent on each other, as conditions, considE-rations, or compensations 
fot• each other, as. to warrant a belief that the legislature intendL•d 
them as a whole, and that it all could not be can·led into eliE'ct thl3 
legislature would not pass the residue i.ndependentl.}·. anti some parts 
are unconstitutional, all the provisions which are thus depentlent, cou
ditlonal, or connected must fall with them.' Ot·, as the point is 1mt 
by Mr. Justice Mathews in Poindexter v. Greenhow (114 U. S. 270. 
304; 5 Sup. Ct. 903, 962) : 'It is undoubtedly true that there may be 
cases where one part of a statute may be enforced as con titutional awl 
another be declared inoperative and void because unconstitutional; but 
these are cases where the parts are so distinctly separable that each 
can stand alone and where the court is able to see and to declare th=lt 
the intention of the legislature was that the part pronounced vnlitl 
should be enforceable, even though the other should fail. '.fo holrl 
otherwise would be to substitute for the law intended by the legisla
ture one they may never have been willing by itself to enact.' An<l 
again, as stated by the same eminent judge in Spraigue v. Thompson 
(118 U. S. 90, 95: 6 Sup. Ct. 988), where it was urged that ('<:'rtain 
illegal exceptions in a section of a statute might be disregarded, but 
that the rest could stand: 'The insuperable difficulty with the applic:l
tion of that principle of construction to the present instance is that by 
rejecting the exceptions intended by the Legislature of Georgia tbe 
statute is made to enact what, confessedly, the legislatUI'e never meant. 
It confers upon the statute a positive operation beyond the legislative 
intent and beyond what anyone can say it would have enacted, :In view 
ot the illegality of the exceptions.'" (Chief Justice Fuller, in the 
prevailing opinion, in Pollock v. Farmers' Loan & Tl'llst Co., 158 U. S. 
601.) 

Therl'fore if paragraph (b), allowing the credit, should be held to 
be unconstitutional, the whole title would fall, because it is obvious 
that Congr·ess does not intend to impose the full tnx without tlie 
credit. 

Respectfully submitted. 
JOHi'< S. PARKER, Counsellor at LettO. 

NEW YORK, January 16, 1926. 

PETITIONS AND UEMORIALS 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the RECORD a number of petitions, letters, 
and resolutions from citizens of Arizona urging adherence to 
the Permanent Court of International Justice. I ask that the 
letters and resolutions with the names signed to the petitions 
accompanying them be printed in the RECORD; and that these 
papers may Ue on the table. 
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. The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or

dered. 
The letters, resolutions, and petitions are as follows: • 

FIRST CONGREGATIONAL CHURCH 

Phoen,a:, Ariz., Dec. 17, ms. 
Senator HEXUY F. ASHURST, 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SE~ATOR: I am transmitting to you the message of many 

prominent people in Phoenix and Arizona who are greatly interested 
in the World Court, which comes up to-day in the Senate. 

For myself I was and am for the League of Nations, but we did not 
get it and it became a matter of polltics and controversy. 

I believe that the World Court is one step in the way of peace, and 
very sincerely hope that you can support it and vote for it in the 
United States Senate. 

A. merry Christmas and a happy New Year to you and yours. 
Very sincerely, 

Rev. J. C. TREAT. 

FlRST CONGREGATIO~AL CHURCH, 
Phoeni!D, Ariz. 

The following resolution was adopted at a mass meeting at Phoenix, 
Ariz., November 15, 1925, Chief Justice A.. G. McAllister, of the 
supreme court, presiding. All the members of the Supreme Court of 
Arizona sat, with other leadi~g citizens, on the platform. Judge 
Alfred C. Lockwood, of the supreme court, presented this resolution, 
which had been prepared by a committee and which was unanimously 
adopted by vote : 

" Whereas we believe that the United States of America should par
ticipate in the World Court along with other nations of the world in 
an attempt to substitute peaceful settlements for war in case of dis
putes; and 

"Whereas three successive Presidents--Wilson, Harding, and Cool
idge-have urged upon the Senate of the United States a favorable 
vote upon the entry of our country into the World Court : Therefore 
be it 

"Resolvea, That it is the sense of this meeting of the citizens of 
Phoenix, Maricopa County, Ariz., that the United States of America 
should, -through action of the Senate, vote to enter the World Court 
at the earliest po sible moment; be it further 

"Resolved, That a copy of this resolutio~ be sent to the Senators 
repre enting Arizona and also that a copy be gi>en to the local press." 

Rev. J. C. TREAT, 
. For the Ministerial Association of Phoetli.;c, Ariz. 

Rev. PHILIP Y: PE~DLETO~, 
Oe11traZ Olu"istian Church. 

Rev. RICHARD E. DAY, 
First Baptist Ohut·ch. 

Rev. HARDY E. l~OHRll!, 
Fi1'Bt Methodist Epi.scopaZ Church. 

Resolution prepared for submi sion that day at close of a noonday 
dinner given by Bishop Atwood, of Trinity Cathedral, at his home to 
this committee and others in honor of Dr. Loyal Lincoln Wirt, western 
secretary of the National Cotmcil for the Prevention of War, San Fran· 
cisco, Calif., who was the spl\aker of the day upon this occasion. 

PHOEXIX MEMBERS OF AlUZON.A ~ATIONAL COUXCIL FOR THE PRE\ESTION 
OF W.\.R 

Chief Justice of the Supreme Court A.. G. ~1cAllister. 

Associate Justice of the Supreme Court .Alfred C. Lockwood. 
Associate Justice of the Supreme Court H. D. Ros . 
Judge Frank 0. Smith, president Chamber of Commerce. 
H. B. Watkins, secretary Chamber of Commerce. 
C. 0. Case, State superintendent of education. 
John D. Loper, city superintendent of education. 
E. W. Montgomery, principal Phoenix High School. 
J. W. Laird, dean of Junior College, Phoenix. 
Dr. A.. W. llatthews, president State Teachers College, Tempe, 
H. W. Benning, Young Men's Chri tian Association secretary. 
~Iiss Grace Bennett, Young Woman's Christian Association secretary. 
Mrs. H. B. Wilkinson, president Young Woman's Christian Associa-

tion. 
Mrs. C. F. Ainsworth. 
Mrs. H. R. St. Claire, president Woman's Club, PhoeniL 
~Irs. Samuel White, secretary Woman's Club, Phoenix. 
Mrs. W. C. Foster, secretary department of international relations, 

Woman's Club, Phoenix. 
Goyernor Hunt. 
Mnyor Whitney. 
Postmaster Jone . 
Mrs. Dwight B. Heard, Dr. Victor Rule, First Presbyterian Church. 
Rev. H. L. Johnson, dean of Trinity CathedraL 
Dr. P. V. Pendleton, ·First Christian Church. 
Dr. R. E. Day, First Baptist .church. 

Dr. H. E. Ingham, First Methodist Episcopal Church . 
Dr. C. Raymond Gray, Central Methodist Episcopal Church. 
Rev. E. C. Roberts, Nazarene Church. 
Rev. F. E. Maurer, Lutheran Church. 
Rev. J. G. Treat, First Congregational Church. 
Rev. T. 0. Douglas, Tempe CoDgregational Church. 
Rev. J. H. Smith, Garfield Methodist Epi copal Church. 
Rev. R. H. Harbert, Methodist Episcopal Church. 

Resolution 

THE MONDAY CLUB, 
PRESCOTT, ARIZ. 

The Monday Club, of Prescott, Ariz., representing a membership of 
163 women, at a meeting held November 23, 1925, adopted, by unani
mous vote, the following resolution : 

" Whereas the Monday Club believes that the United States should 
take its place among the nations of the world in some concerted effort 
looking toward peace ; and 

"Whereas it believes that the Permanent Court of International Jus
tice more fully realizes American ideals for the settlement of di putes 
by arbitration than is now afforded by any other peace movement; and 

"Whereas a resolution embodying the Harding-Hughes-Coolidge reser
vations, that the United States become a member of this coru·t will 
come before the Senate during the session of Congress beginning 
December 7, 1925: Therefore IJe it 

" Resolved, That the Monday Club petition the Senators from Ari
zona, the Ron. HENRY :b,. ASHURST and the Ron. RALPH H. CAMERON, 
also the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, Hon. WILLIAi\1 E. BORAH, 
chairman, to exert their best efforts to secure favorable action on 
the resolution that the United States join the International Court of -
Justice; be it further 

"Res()Zvea, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to each of 
the Senators from Arizona and to the Senate Foreign Relations Com
mittee; that a copy be spread upon the minutes of the Monday Club, 
and that copies be sent to the press for publication." 

ETTA J. OLIVER, 
111 No-rth Marina Street, Prescott, Ariz. 

BLANCHE L. WHETSTUl"E, 
ESTELLE AUDREY BROWX, 

Committee. 
The Woman's Club of Flagstall', Ariz., has expressed itself in favor 

of the United States taking its place among the other world powers 
in the effort to secru·e peace and heat·tily indol'se Senate Re olution 
No. 5, known as the Swanson Resolution . 

We hope you will give this your earnest attention when it comes 
before the Senate and work for its adoption. 

Mrs. F. l\1. GoLD, Pt·esident. 
Mrs. R. E. TAYLOR, Vice Ptesidetlt. 

LAIEE::-<, Arnz., Norember ~, 1925. 
Mr. ASHURST. 

· DEAR Srn : Inclosed you will find a copy of the resolution as in
dorsed by the Laveen Women's Club of Arizona . . 

Very sincerely, 
Mrs. WM. LOGSDON, 0vr-1·e.~pondi110 Secre~a1·y. 

Resolution 

Whereas the members of the General Federation of Women's Clubs 
ha>e always been staunch ad•ocates of peace; 

Whereas we have again and again affirmed our belief in the settle
ment of difficulties by the nations on the same peaceful basis tb1.t 
settlement is now effected between private. individuals; 

Whereas the one step that to-day is before our country looking 
towards everlasting peace Is the proposition of our entrance into the 
International Court of Justice; 

Whereas this is absolutely a nonpartisan matter : Therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Laveen Women's Club go on record as heartily 

favoring the entrance of the lJ'nited States into the World Court. 

CENTRAL ARIZONA DIST:RICT FEDERATION OF WOMEN1 S CLUBS, 
Peoria, Ariz., Octobet' 26, 19!5. 

DEAR SENATOR ASHURST, Wa.shington, D. 0.: 

Resolution 

Whereas the members of the Central Arizona llistrict Federation of 
Women's Clubs have always been staunch advocates of peace; 

Whereas we have again and again affirmed our belief in tbe settle
ment of difficulties by the nations on the same peaceful basis that settle
ment is now effected between private individuals: 

Whereas tbe one step that to-day ts before this country looking 
toward everlasting peace is the proposition of our entrance into the 
International Court of Justice; 

Whereas this is absolutely a nonpartisan matter : Therefore be it 
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Resolved, That the Central Arizona District Federation of Women's 

Club go on record as heartily favoring the entrance of the United 
States into the World Court. 

Very sincerely yours, 

To SE:-<ATOR ASHURST: 

Mrs. G. L. Bxssx~GER, 
Pt·esident. 

Mrs. R. D. LA-KE, 
Corresponding Secretary. 

GILBERT, ARIZ., November 21, 1925. 

Whereas the members of the General Federation of Woman's Clubs 
have always been staunch advocates of peace; 

Whe1·eas we have again and again affirmed our belief in the settle
ment of difficulties by the nations on the same peaceful basis that set
tlE:'ment is now effected between private individuals ; 

"Whereas the one step that to-day is before this country looking 
toward ewrlasting peace is the proposition of our entrance into the 
Intt>rnational Court o! Justice; 

Whereas this is absolutely a nonpartisan matter: Therefore be it 
Re.~ol-r:ed, That the "Woman's Improvement Club of Gilbert go on 

l'E:'Cord a~ heartily fa>oring the entrance of the 'nited StatE's into the 
World C'ourt. 

Respectfully, 

Mr. HE:'<RY F. AsHt'r.ST, 

W'OMAX'S hiPROVEMEXT CLUB OF GILBERT, 
Mrs. P ACL L. CnAXDALL, Secretm·y. 

MOREXCI, Amz., November !l, 19ZJ. 

-~~~ted States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 
Dm.AR SIR: I wish you would permit me to say tbat I am most 

beartily in favor of tbe proposal that the United States enter the 
Permanent Court of International Justice now established at The 
Hague, and that it is my E:'HrnE:'st hope that you are of kindred mind on 
the matter and will be ready to give all your influence as well as 
yom· vote to accomplish this end. 

I have already conveyed to you the sentiment of the congregation 
of which I am pastor, a unanimous expression from tbe best part of 
our population, and I am now writing to give personal expres ion to 
my own position on the question. And further, I shall be very deeply 
disappointed should the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate 
hesitate or rE:'fuse to rE:'port out this proposition or should the measure 
be loaded down with reservations or other limitations calculated to 
defeat its purpose or to make it impossible for this country to play 
a positive and constructive part in the great movement to secure the 
adjustment of international disputes by law instead of by war. For 
once, may I not hope that mere partisan considerations will give way 
and that there may be hE:'ard only the crying need of mankind for 
peacl'\? 

Yours very truly, 
ALLAN KRICHBAUM, 

Pastor, Presbyterian Ohut·ch, More11ci, Ariz. 

MOREXCI, ARiz., Not:embe/' !0, 1923. 
Hon. HENRY F. ASHURST, 

U11ited States Senate, Trashinnton, D. 0. 
DEAR SIR: We, the pastor and elders of the Presbyterian church of 

Morenci, Ariz., desire to state that we have been commissioned by 
the congregation of this church to make known to you its unanimous 
indor ement of the proposal that the Dnlted States e.nter the Per
manent Court of International Justice already organized and estab
lished at The Hague as recommended by the late President Harding, 
and to express to you its earnest hope that you will use all rour 
influence as well as your vote to accomplish this end. 

To this we wish to add our own emphatic indorsement and to 
express to you our own personal feeling that our country should 
play a foremost part in the movement to secure lasting peace for 
mankind, the end of bloody war, 

Yours very truly, ALLAN KRICHB.WM, 

Hon. HE:s"RY F. ASHURST, 

PMtor and Moderator of Session,, 
L. J. OWEN, 

Olerk of Session. 

BISHOP'S HouSE, 
Phoeni:r, Adz., December 1, 19E3. 

United States Senate, Washi1l{lton, D. 0. 
1\lY DEAR U.R. AsHURST: The following resolution was unanimously 

adopted at a recent meeting of the clergy of the Protestant Episcopal 
Chm·ch of Arizona. Will you not use your best efforts in this matter? 

"Resolred, That the conferE:'nce of the clergy of the Protestant Epis
copal Churcb of the district of Arizona, assembled in Phoenix, goes on 

record as approving of and advocating the participation of the United 
States of America in the World Court, and that we urge upon the Sen
ators from Arizo:ua to support it with their votes and influence. 

•{Resolved, That our secretary be instructed to send a copy of this 
resolution to each of our Senators in Congress." 

Yours very sincerely, 

Signed: 
BEnTnAxo R. CocKs, Sec1·etary. 

J. W. Atwood, Bishop of Arizona; J. R. Jenkins, Archdeacon 
of Arizona; Bertrand ll. Cocks, General Missionary of 
Arizona; Herbert L. Johnson, Dean of Trinity Cathedral, 
Phoenix; Edward H. Freeland, Trinity Cathedral, 
Phoenix; G. 0. T. Bruce, St. Mark's Church, Mesa; 
Henry Clark Smith, St. Andrew's Church, Nogales; 
II. H. Gillies, Trinity Church, Kingman ; A. W. Nicholls, 
St. Luke's Church, Prescott; George V. Harris, Epiphany 
Church, Flagstaff; Thos. R. Williams, Christ Church, 
Jerome; William J. Dixon, St. Paul's Church, Yuma; 
George A. Wieland, St. John's Church, Globe; E. C, 
Tuthill, Grace Church, Tucson. 

MOREXCI, ARIZ., Not:ember !i, 1923. 
Senator .AsHURST, 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SEr\ATOR AsHURST: I trust that I may be permitted to convey 

to you as our Senator the hope that you will use your great influence 
and powE:'r to cause the United States to enter the Permanent CoUI·t of 
International Justice. 

I have always fa>ored the League of Nations, but believing that a 
situation has been created in the United States making it almost im
possible for our country to become a member, I therefore am forced 
to ,·iew with favor the Permanent Court of International Justice. 

With many others in our community, I am convinced that the United 
States of America, backed by its preponderating influence and power, 
can and should aid in adjusting the great difficulties in which Europe 
is now struggling and which may even threaten our high civilization. 
It would seem that America can no longer hope to keep itself free from 
the influences resulting from conditions obtaining in Europe. 

My dear Senator, I hope that you will not consider this Icttet· pre
sumptions, but an expressed hope from one of your constituency that 
the United States will find a way to play a great and effective part in 
international adjustments. 

With kind personal regards, I am, 
Very sincerely yours, W. E. LuTz. 

IIon. HEXRY F. ASHC'RST, 

1\llXISTElliAL ASSOCIATIOX, 
Douglas, ATiz., November 80, 1923. 

United States Senate, Washingto-n, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: At a recent meeting of the Ministerial Association of 

Douglas, Ariz., it was unanimously resolved that we urge upon our rep
resentatives in the United States Senate to support the "World Court" 
idea as suggested by our late President Huding in assisting foreign 
nations in getting back t9 normal conditions. 

Sincerely yours, 

Hon. HE~RY F. ASHURsT, 
Washington, D. 0. 

S. F. FRASER, Olerk. 

THE SATURDAY CLUB, 
D1mcan, Ariz., January !!6, 1925. 

DEAB Sm: The majority of the Saturday Club members of Duncan at 
a recent meeting voted to ask our Senators and Representative to vote 
in favor of United States joining the World Court on the basis of the 
Harding-Hughes reservation. 

Dr. Agnes McKee Wallace and myself send a minority report against 
joining World Court. 

Believe me, 
Most sincerely yours, 

(:Mrs. ROBT.) ALICE LEJI MONTGOMERY, 
Oot·responding Secretat·v of Sat1wday Oltib. 

GLOBE WOME~'S DEMOCRATIC CLUB, 

Globe, Ariz., May !'!, 19!4. 

Hon. HENRY F. AsHcnsT, 
Wa8hington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR MR. AsHURST: At a special meeting of the Globe Women's 
Democratic Club, May 28-24, the World Court question was dlscussed, 
and it was moved, seconded, and carried that I convey to you the deci
sion of the club in the matter. 

Tho discussion of the " Bok peace plan " has brought a pretty gen
eral opinion, I think I may say, that for the United States to join the 
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World Court with the Harding-Hughes reservation Is not only safe 
and practicable but advisable, and such is the expressed opinion of the 
club. 

In the words of a representative of women's organizations, "The pro
posal of Senator Lodge (to form a new World Court) would delay our 
entrance into the World Court indefinitely. What the women want is 
constructive action now." 

We are glad that the recommendation to join the World Court bas 
been reported out of the Forei~:n Relations Committee at last, and now, 
of coru·se, will come the contest to get rid of the hampering Pepper 
reservations and to get the Harding-Hughes reservations substituted. 
It was said a few months a~o that a poll of the Senate at that time 
showed that there were enough favorable to do that, and we are sin
cerely hoping that that action wl11 have your earnest support. 

Very respectfully yours, 

Senator H. F. ASHURST, 

STELLA L. HECHTMAN, 

Recording Secretary, 
Globe (Ariz.) Women,s Democratic Clttb. 

UNIVERSITY OF ARIZO~A, 

Tucson, Ariz., February 7, 1925. 

United- States Senate, Washington., D. 0. 
MY DEAR SENATOR ASHURST: ·As a citizen of Arizona I desire to 

urge upon you the exertion of your interest to bring before the full 
Senate at the earliest possible date the question of the adherence 
of the United States to the World Court on the Harding-Hughes 
terms. 

This great question Is of outstanding importance as regards the 
future of civilization and the avoidance of war and its consideration 
should not be postponed. I feel that my self·respect as an American 
citizen demands every effort on my part to secure the participation 
of the United States in this court and I firmly believe that most 
of our citizens who have informed themselves as to the organization 
and purposes of the World Cow·t are of the same mind. 

Yours very truly, 
F. L. RA NSOME. 

ALHAMBRA, ARIZ., December 5, 1.925. 
llon. HENRY F. ASHt;RST, 

United States Senate. 
DEAR SIR: 

Resolution 
Whereas the members of the General Federation of Women's Clubs 

have always been staunch advocates of peace. 
Whereas we have again and again affirmed our belief in the settle

ment of difficulties by the nations on the same peaceful basis that 
settlement is now effected between private individuals. 

Whereas the one step that to-day is before this country looking 
• toward everlasting peace is the proposition of our entrance into the 

International Court of Justice. 
Whereas this is a nonpartisan matter : Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the Alhambra neighborhood go on record as heartily 

favoring . the entrance of the TJnited States into the World Court. 
Sincerely yours, 

Mrs. D. S. HERSHEY, 

Glendale, A.tiz. 

ELDA HERSHEY, 

Ohairma11 of I11tematiotwl Relations. 

Mr. WILLI~ pre ented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Ashtabula, Ohlo, remonstrating against the participation of 
the United States in the Permanent Court of International 
Ju. tice, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. 'VADSWORTH presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Oneida, N. Y., and ncinity, praying for the participation 
of the United States in the Permanent Court of International 
Justice under the terms of the so-called Harding-Hughes-Cool
idge plan, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

M1·. BAYARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill ( S. 117) for the relief of the owner of the Coast 
Transit Division barge No. 4 (Rept No. 45) ; 

A ·bill ( S. 493) for the relief of the owner of the steamship 
B1'itish Isles (Rept. No. 46) ; and 

A bill ( S. 1519) for the relief of the P. Dougherty Co. ( Rept. 
No. 47). 

Mr. BAYARD also, from the Committee on Claim , to which 
were :eferred the following bills, reported them se-verally with 
an amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill ( S. 494) for the relief of all owners of cargo aboard 
the American steamship A.ltnirante at the time of her collision 
with the U. S. S. Hisko (Rept. Ko. 48); 

A bill ( S. 508) for the relief of the owners of cargo laden 
aboard the U. S. transport FlO'rence Luckenbach on or about 
December 27, 1918 (Rept. No. 49) ; and 

A bill ( S. 530) for the relief of the owners of the steamship 
Basse Indre and all owners of cargo laden aboard said ves..,el 
at the time of her collision with the steamship Hou.satonio 
(Rept. No. 50). 

Mr. KENDRICK, from the Committee on Irrigation and Rec
lamation, to which was referred the bill ( S. 1170) to pron<le 
for the appointment of a commissioner of reclamation, and for 
other purposes, reported it with an amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 51) thereon. 

BILLS L.~TRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unani
mous consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. GERRY: 
A bill ( S. 2604) to establish a board of public welfare in and 

for the District of Columbia, to determine its functions, and 
for other purpo es ; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. MoLEAN: 
A bill ( S. 2606) to prohibit offering for sale a.s Federal farm

loan bonds any securities not issued under the terms of the 
farm loan act; to limit the use of the word.s "Federal," "United 
States," or "reserve," or a combination of such words; to pro
hibit false advertising ; and for other pm·poses ; to the Com
mittee on Banking and CmTency. 

By Mr. BROOKHART: 
A bill ( S. 2607) for the purpose of more effectively meeting 

the obligations of the e:>..i.sting migl'atory-bird treaty with 
Great Britain by the establishment of migratory-bird refuges 
to furnish in perpetuity homes for migratory birds, the pro
vision of funds for establishing such areas, and the furnishing 
of adequate protection of migratory birds, for the e tablish
ment of public shooting grounds to pre erve the American sys
tem of free shooting, and for other purposes ; to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. EDGE: 
A bill (S. 2609) for the relief of James E. Van Horne; and 
A bill ( S. 2610) to authorize payment to the Pennsyl'mnia 

Railroad Co., a corporation, for damages to its rolling stock at 
Raritan Arsenal, Metuchen, N. J., on August 16, 1922; to the 
Committee on Claim . 

By Mr. McNARY: 
A bill ( S. 2611) to improve the status of certain l'etired en

listed men who volunteered for duty and served as commis
sioned officers in the Army of the United States during the 
World War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 2612) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
appraise tribal property of the Klamath and l\Iodoc Tribes and 
the Y a.hoosk.in Band of Snake Indians, and for other purposes ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MOSES: 
A bill ( S. 2613) granting a pension to Lottie 1\.I. Glazier 

(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensi<;us. 
By Mr. WADSWORTH : 
A bill (S. 2614) to increase the efficiency of the Ail' Service 

of the United States Army; to the Committee on .Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2615) to authorize common carriers engaged in 
interstate commerce to transport any blind person, accom
panied by a guide, for one fare; to the Committee on Inter
state Commerce. 

A bill ( S. 2616) for the relief of Herman Shulof; 
A bill (S. 2617) for the relief of Charles D. Shay; and 
A bill (S. 2618) for the relief of the National Surety Co.; 

to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. WATSON: 
A bill (S. 2619) for the relief of Oliver J. Larkin and Lona 

Larkin, of Greencastle, In.d. (with accompanying papers) ; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAPPER: · 
A bill (S. 2620) for the relief of certain newspapers for ad

vertising services rendered the Public Health Service of the 
Treasufy Department; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill ( S. 2621) to extend the benefits of section 4693 of the 
Revised Statutes of the "United States to certain soldiers of the 
Civil War and to certain widows, former widows, minor 
children, and helpless children of said soldiers, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Pen. ions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: 
A bill ( S. 2622) making an appropriation of $100,000 for 

the improvement of the harbor and tbe levee on the Ohio River 
at Shawneetown, Ill.; to the Committee on Commerce. 
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By l\Ir. ROBINSON of Arkansas: They took every rh;k that any American citizen in the .Amel'ican 
A bill ( S. 2623) to find markets and to provide credits for Army took. They were among the boys who stood back of Pershing 

financing the exportation of surplus agricultural products,. and when he said, "Lafayette, we have come." 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture and Pnouo OF THE~r THE:-< 
Forestry. These boys formerly trod the streets of American cities and were 

PROPOSED DEPARTMENT OF PuBLIO WORKS A~D DOMAI~ among the boys we sent foods and medicines to. We were glad in 
:Mr. JO~"'ES of Washington. Mr. President, as in legisla- those days to do everything for them. 

tive session, I desire to introduce a bill which I intended to But_ a few short years ago some of these very boys marched down 
present on yesterday, but overlooked. It is a bill providing our avenues, and with our hearts full of gratitude we called them 
for change of the name of the Department of the Interior to heroes. We didn't ask them where they were born. 
the "department of public works and domain" and to provide 'l'hey were American enough at heart to throw aside every considera
for the reorganization and more effective coordination of tion except the good of the American Republic. And we considered 
public works and the functions of the Federal Government in them American enough to be glad to accept the proffer of their lives. 
the aforesaid department. All of the boys who are now in Italy hoping to get back here 

I desire to make the statement that those who are behind had come to the "United States originally intending to become citizens. 
the bill, the engineers of the country, are not opposed to the Had it not been that they saw fit to perform the greatest possible serv
general reorganization bill. As a matter of ·fact, they are ice for this country they wou.ld now probably all be American citizens. 
heartil·y in fa-vor of it. They are not having this bill intro- When these boys originally came to the United States they aid not 
duced now to interfere with the general reorganization bill. expect an easy time. They knew they had to give as well as receive, 
They do not propose to press this bill until it is demonstrated and that in return for the great opportunities they would find in our 
that there is no possibility for the passage of the general land they would have to give all of their energy and ability, and 
reorganization measure. I wanted to make this statement in that they could not help themselves without helping the United States. 
justice to them. They de:ired to have the bill introduced so WILLING To TOIL 
they could discuss its provisions. They knew from the history of the past that it was an uphill fight 

I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on Public to come here as an Italian immigrant and progress to the upper mngs 
Lands and Surveys. of the ladder of success. But they were willing to go through every-

The bill ( S. 2605) to change the name of the Department thing that faced them, because they knew that Uncle Sam bas had 
of the Interior to the Department of Public Works and Domain occasion proudly to observe his Italian stepchildren go into high places 
and to provide for the reorganization and more effective coor- in American art, literature, finance, and industrial development. 
dination of the public-works functions of the Federal Govern- They showed their willingness to meet their obliga tion by going 
ment in the aforesaid department was read twice by its title right into the Army when the call for men came, and before they were 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands and Sun·eys. fairly started in the industrial army of America . 

IMMIGRATIO~ OF CERTAI~ WORLD WAR VETERA~S We feel that it is un-American to keep these men out. We talk 
:Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. As in legislative se sion, I ask as Americans, purely and simply. We think we understand the minds 

leaye to introduce a bill regulating immigration and naturali- and hearts of all true Americans who may have been here for gen
zation of cel·tain veterans of the 'Vorld War and ask that it erations before us when we say that the founders of the American 
be referred to the Committee on Immigration. Republic would let the e Italians come here and take their proper place 

Tile bill ( S. 2608) regulating immigration and naturalization in the life of the country they adopted. 
of certain veterans of the World War was read twice by its title wANT PI:BLrc To KNow 
and referred to the Committee on Immigration. May we tll'ge that this matter be taken up at once by your news-

1\fr. COPELAND subsequently said: ~1r. President, this papers, that you investigate the facts, and that you begin letting the 
morning the Senato~ from ~ennsylvania [Mr. REED] intro?uce~ I entire A.merican public know of this situation? fay we ask that you 
a very important blll relatmg to an amendment to the llllmi- work toward the introduction and passage of any neces ·ary laws to 
gration law to permit the admission of certain Italian soldiers. remedy this wrong? 
I shoulu like, as in legislative session, out of order, to present Your newspapers have <lone many glorious things in the past, and we 
three short articles for printing in the RECORD in connection hope you will add new glory to your name by making a great fight for 
with that bill. the ·e men who want to come back to us and again be u part of our 

The "VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair national life. 
hears none, and it is so ordered. Yery sincerely, 

The matter referred to is as follows : RALPII Crwzzr. 
[From the New York American of Monday, January 18, 1926] 

FIVE THOUSAND WAR HEROES BEG REE:XTRY I:-<TO U:-<ITED STATES
FOCGHT FOR AMERICA-BARRED BY STATUTE FOR LIMITING ALIE::\S 
The following letter, signed by some of the most prominent men in 

the industrial life of New York, who are of Italian extraction, has been 
received by the New York Amel'ican: 
EDITOR NEW YORK AMERICAN, 

New York City, ?1-. Y. 
DEAR SIR: May we call your attention to the astoni bing fact tlult 

there are nearly 5,000 young Italians, formerly residents of this coun
try, who after having enlisted as volunteers in the United States Army 
and serving this country in France now find themselves barred from 
coming !.Jack here by the United States immigration laws? 

Having performed their full duty, they were mustered out at the 
end of tlJe World War, and feeling certain that they wC>uld have no 
trouble getting back to the United States they went to Italy for a 
visit. 

They merely took advantage of the fact that the~' were in Europe 
and near the land of their birtlJ to go to see their relati~·es. 

.JCSTICE FOR THESE 

We appeal to you to ask if the Hearst nev;r.spapers can not use their 
great influence to get justice for these young Italians, who had hoped 
and still llope to become good, useful American citizens. 

Your newspapers have always · stood for equal justice to ali peoples. 
We an• confident that after you have examined the facts you will feel, 
as we do, that these men should have been allowed to come back to us 
long ago. We ask you to work for their immediate admission to this 
country. 

When our country needed these boys, they did not hesitate. 
Many thousands of them threw everything aside and, without wait

Ing to be drafted, enlisted voluntarily, 
General Pershing was glad to have them. 
'l'he;y did everything that was asked of them. 

A~THO::\Y PATERXO. 
JOSEPH PIROZZI. 
HARRY CH.li\IPOLI. 
\ICTOU CERANO:-l'E. 
PASQCALE SI.\10::\ELLI. 
AXTO::\IO ::;TELLA. 

N. B.-In your investigation you may find that this same situation 
may exist as to young men of foreign extraction other than Italian ; 
and if you do, we pray that you will fight for their adJllli.ssion just a::'l 
strongly as you do for the admission of the Italians. 

[From the New York American of Tuesday, January 19, 1926] 
BOTH HOUSES AIM TO BRIXG HEROES HOME-IMMIORATIOX 0FFICI..\LS 

DRAw BILL TO ALLOW U~ITED STATES VETERAXS REE.YTRY TO 

ADOPTED LAXD-REPRESE:-l'TATIVE ROYAL JOHNSON OF SOCTH DAKOTA 
AND SENATOR REED OF PE~KSYLVANIA READY TO FIGH'£ FOR THE 

MEASCRE 

(By John A. Kennedy, Universal Service Staii Correspondent) 
WASHI:-<GTON~ January 18.-The first step in a movement by the 

Government to take down the barriers which now prevent the return 
to the United States of thou ands of foreign-born American war 
veterans, barred by quota provisions of the immigration law, will be 
taken in both the HouEe and Senate to-morrow. 

.At that time a concurrent bill drafted to-day by immigration offi· 
cials will be introduced by Senator DAVID A. REED, Republican, of 
Pennsylvania, member of the Immigration Committee, and by Repre
sentative ROYAL c. JoHxsox, Republican, of South Dakota, chairman 
of the Veterans' Alfalrs Committee. 

LIFT BAllS 12 MO:'i"THS 

The bill proposes to lift quota bars for a period of 12 months for 
all persons holding discharges from the armed forces of the United 
States. 
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It also will eliminate another injustice to aliens who served under 

the American flag by validating the naturalization papers of hundreds 
of American veterans whose citizenship papers were recently declared 
invalid by the Supreme Court. 

Care is being taken in preparing the measure to see that it meets 
every requirement of the courts. 

SPEEDY :RESPONSE 

Thls was the speedy and patriotic response to an appeal made to 
the Hearst newspapers by Italian-American war veterans that an 
almost incomprehensible injustice unwittingly done thousands of their 
fellow soldiers in the American Army, as well as American war vet· 
erans now in other countries, be remedied. 

Already Senator REED bas had informal conferences with his col
leagues on the Immigration Committee with regard to the situation. 
Every Senator thus far interviewed is said to favor the bill. 

Both Senator REED and Representative JOHNSON will press for early 
action by the committees to which the bill is referred, so that passage 
can be expedited. 

More than 5,000 former American soldiers, in foreign lands, resi
dents but not citizens of this country, who offered their lives in de
fense of the flag, are stranded in Italy alone, careful survey discloses. 

One thousand bear scars of battle, with records of valiant heroism 
written both on their bodies and in their discharge papers presented 
by the Government when they were mustered out of service. 

Thousands of American war veterans are in the same situation in 
otner European countries. All are eager to return to the land for 
which they fought, but are prevented by the quota restrictions of the 
present immigration act. 

VISITED :KATIVE LANDS 

The majority of their number are men who marched to the r6Cruit
ing stations and volunteered in the stirring days of 1917. 

When the armistice brought their period of service under the Stars 
and Stripes to an end, .these men elected to visit their native lands 
to see the loved ones from whom they had been separated for years. 

While the visits were in progress Uncle Sam passed a new immi
gration exclusion law. The quota allowed Italy was very small. 
Only the families of Italians then in this country could be allowed to 
enter. 

The loyal Italians who fought and bled in France must wait. These 
men are still waiting. 

"Ours is not an ungrateful Government," said Representative JOHN

soN, him elf a wounded veteran of the A. E. F., when told of the 
circumstances in which Italian-American veterans now find themselves. 

"Every Member of Congress should and, I am sure, will be in favor 
of speedy enactment of this bill. 

" When Congress passed the last immigration act it did not intend 
to bar men who have served the Stars and Stripes in times of war. 

VALIAN'r SERVICE CITED 

" The men who fought for .America in time of war are certainly 
acceptable to her in times of peace. 

" The supreme test of allegiance to a country is the test of service 
in war. 

" I don't care how large their number, nor bow far the Government 
will have to go to provide passage facilities for their return to the 
United States, these loyal Americans should be given leave to return 
at once." 

[From the New York American of Tuesday, January 19, 1926] 

UNITED STATES VETERANS' RELIEF CALLED URGENT STEP 

(By Senator DAVID A. REED, United States Senator from Pennsylvania. 
Written for Universal Service) 

WASHINGTON, JanUat"fj 18. 

Although am emphatically opposed to tinkering with the present 
immigration laws, especially as regards letting down the bars set up 
by the quota restrictions of the present act, I feel sure the situation in 
which American war veterans in Europe now find themselves should be 
given speedy remedy. 
- The men who have fought for this Government certainly have a right 
to live here. 

Soldiers, sailors, or marines who took part in the World War, either 
in France or at home, received such a baptism in Americanism as 
should entitle them to entrance into this country without respect to 
quota laws. 

The situation revealed by Universal Service as existing in Europe, 
where valiant soldiers, many of them with remarkable records on the 
battle fields of France, are barred from this country, should be given 
speedy remedy by this Government. 

I earnestly hope that the bill granting them entrance, which I plan 
to introduce to-morrow, will be quickly adopted by both Houses of 
Congress. 

By so doing the National Legislature will right a real wrong. 

THE WORLD COURT 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I offer a resolution and ask 
that it be read and Ife on the table. 

The resolution ( S. Res. 119) was read, as follows : 
Whereas the people of the United States have not had the oppor

tunity to fully inform themselves as to the true meaning of the so
called World Court; and 

Whereas there is no immediate necessity for the United States to 
pass any resolution in reference thereto ; and 

Whereas it is but fair and just to give the people the right to 
express themselves fully and thoroughly upon this subject: Now, there
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the date to vote upon the pending resolution and 
protocol of the World Court is hereby fixed for the 8th day of 
December, 1926. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the 
table. 

HEARINGS BEFORE THE PUBLIC LA..~DS COMMITTEE 

1\Ir. STANFIELD submitted the following re olution (S. Res. 
120), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Land~ and Surveys, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty
ninth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a cost not to exceed 25 cents 
per 100 words, to report such bearings as may be bad in connection 
with any subject which may be before said committee, the expenses 
there<>f to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; anll tbat 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the ses
sions or recesses of the Senate. 

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE O!V MANUFACTtmES 

Mr. McKINLEY submitted the following resolution ( s. Res. 
121), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Manufac~res, or any subcommittee 
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Sixty-ninth Congress 
to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to 
employ a stenographer at a !!ost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words, 
to report such bearings as may be had in connection with any subject 
which may be before said committee, the expenses thereof to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the committee or 
any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of' the 
Senate. 

HOUSE BILLS AND JOI~T RESOLUTIONS REFERRED 

The following bills and joint resolutions were severally 
read twice by their titles and referred a indicated below: 

H. R. 172. An act to extend the time for the construction of 
a bridge acros · the Missi sippi River at or near the tillage of 
Clearwater, Minn. ; 

H. R 173. An act to extend the time for the construction of 
a bridge across the Rainy River between the tillage of 
Spooner, Minn., and Rainy River, Ontario; 

H. R. 3755. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
counties of Anderson, S. C., and Elbert, Ga., to construct a 
bridge across the Savannah River; 

H. R. 3852. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Columbia River at a point within 2 miles down
stream from the town of Brewster, Okanogan County, State 
of Washington ; 

H. R. 4032. An act granting consent of Congress to the 
Brownsville & Matamoros Rapid Transit Co. for construction 
of a bridge across the Rio Grande at Brownsville, Tex. ; 

H. R. 4033. An act granting consent of Congress to the Hi
dalgo & Reynosa Bridge Co. for construction of a bridge 
across the Rio Grande near Hidalgo, Tex. ; 

H. R. 4440. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
board of supervisors of Clarke County, Miss., to construct a 
bridge across the Chunky River, in the State of Mississippi; 

H. R. 4441. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
hoard of supervisors of Neshoba County, l\Iiss., to construct a 
bridge across the Pearl River in the State of Mississippi; 

H. R. 502J. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Ohio River between the municipalities of Rochester 
and Monaca, Beaver County, Pa.; 

H. R. 5379. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to construct a bridge across 
the Little Calumet River in Cook County, State of illinois; 

H. R. 5565. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Civic Club, of Grafton, N. Dak., to construct a bridge across 
the Red River of the North ; 
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H. R. 6089. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
and approaches thereto across the Fox River in the county of 
McHenry, State of Illinois, in section 26, township 45 north, 
range 8 east of the third principal meridian ; 

H. R. 6234. An act to authorize the department of public 
works, division of highways, of the Commonwealth of Massa
chusetts, to construct a bridge across Palmer River; and 

H. R. 7484. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State Highway Commission of Arkansas to con truct, main
tain, and operate a bridge across Red River near Fulton, 
Ark. ; to the Committee on Commerce. 

II. J. Res. 64. A joint resolution to secure a replica of the 
Houdon bust of Washington for lodgment in the Pan American 
Building; to the Committee on the Library. 

H. J. Res. 107. A joint resolution to provide for the expenses 
of the participation of the United States in the work of a 
preparatory commission to consider questions of reduction and 
limitation of armaments; to the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions. 

POLICE RAID 0 N CAFE 

· Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I send to the desk a newspaper 
clipping which I ask to have read, after which I desire to make 
a personal remark with reference to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Clerk will read as requested. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

[From the Washington Times, January 18, 1926] 

DIPLOMATIC IMM UNITY I:S LIQUOR AND TRAFFIC CASES 

(By Bill Price) 

When the impetuous Senator BLEASlll, of South Carolina, attacks the 
Pollee Department for arresting women and releasing diplomats partici
pating in a "llkker" party at a cabaret a few nJghts ago he doesn't 
know that this diplomatic "immunity " stuff · is abhorred by all Wash· 
ington policemen. 

Tbe District Commissioners have reported to the State Department 
numerous instances of flagrant violations of traffic laws of the District 
by diplomatic attaches and members of their families, accompanied by 
the grossest insults to traffic officers who sought to make arrests, but 
were confronted with the "immunity" claim. Nothing has ever· been 
done about it. 

The Carolina Senator, though, is merely following his usual trail or 
decrying the strict application of law to the unimportant personages 
of life while the ones of consequence and Importance get off easily ; 
maybe never arrested at all. The " cotton-mill boys '' of South Caro· 
Una and folks who have to "work for a living" have always been 
ardent supporters of the Senator. You can't blame them either, be· 
cau e he is always fighting for the " under dog " in life. 

According to him, bootleggers swarm the Senate and House Office 
Buildings, " even come under the very dome of the Capitol," and go 
unmolested. "Prohibition is only for the poor devils who haven't 
got the money to buy liquor," or who, when they buy in pint quantities, 
are held to the law by enforcement officers. 

Diplomatic " immunity" in whisky should extend only to foreign 
representatives in their own embassies or legations. When they go 
outside of these embassies, which are regarded ·as emblematic ot their 
respective nations, they should become amenable to the laws of this 
country or of the District. 

When diplomatic attaches openly, deliberately violate traffic laws of 
_ the District, speeding when they get ready, and endangering lives, 

they should be amenable to our laws, just as they would if guilty 
of graver crimes. 

There was the case of a few days ago of the attach~ of the Egyptian 
legation speeding at 40 miles an hour. The attaches only excuse 
to the policeman who followed him and called him to account was 
tllat he was "in a hurry." 

Some time ago a Washington policeman who hopped on the run
ning board of a speeding machine had his cap grabbed off his head 
and contempuously thrown to the ground. This was by " the wife 
of the secr·etary of such and such an embassy." When the officer in· 
slsted on credentials he was called a "ditty American pig.'.' 

Washington policemen simply can't help themselves. If they arrest 
American women who make themselves pals of foreign attaches in 
drinking bouts In public places they merely do their duty. American 
women can't mix in where tar is without getting smeared. Policemen 
do not make unpopular laws. They merely enfor·ce them. It they 
didn't do this they would be dismissed. 

The immunity of Members of Congress from arrest is antiquated 
and should no longer apply. This congressional immunity bad its 
founuation in the practices of the early English parliaments. When 
royalty gave way to democracy in England, and parliament was estab
lished, political CQnditions were so bitter that it was possible for 
royali ts to arrest on trumped-up charges a majority of the members 
of Parliament on their way to meetings of that body, thereby thwart
ing the will of the people. Members of Parliament who lived many 

miles away, and were days in getting to London, were made immune 
to arrest, because it was felt that the people of a parliamentary dis
trict should not be deprived or representation, esl)('cially through un
fair political tactics. 

No sucll conditions prevail in this country to-day. 

Mr. ~LE~SE. Mr. Pre ident, I ·wish to state, taking what 
Mr. Price sa1d to. be true in reference to the police department, 
that I do not thrnk they should receive order from any su
perior officer which would prohibit them from performing their 
well-defined duties. I think when such is the case it is their 
duty to report to some superior authority that they are being 
hindered in the performance of their duty by some inferior who 
is willing to show partiality. 

The bill that I introduced yesterday does not exempt Sena
tors or Repre entath·es in Congress, or anyone else, but pro
yides that all the Federal officers of the country shall be 
mstructed to enforce all laws equally and impartially against 
any men or women anywhere within the limits of the United 
States. 

.AM:ERICA-1\f NATIONAL LIVESTOCK .ASSOCIATION 

Mr. STANFIELD. 1\lr. President, I ask unanimous con:ent 
to have inserted in the RECORD an article from the Arizona 
Gazette which gives an account of the session of the American 
National Livestock Association in convention assembled at 
Phoenix, Ariz .. on January 12, 13, and 14, 1926. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? If not, leave is 
granted. 

The article is as follows : 
NA.TIOXAL MEET 0PE:-!ED-PR£SIDEXT BIXBY IN ADDRESS TO COWMEN

VIGOROUS DE:SUKCUTIO:S OF FnEIGHT RATES BY SPEAKE!t-800 IN 

ATTEND.A.:-<CE 

Vigorous denunciation of existing livestock freight rates and of 
gr·azing fees on the national forests and a plea for better tariff peo
tection tor the industry was contained in the annual address deli>ered 
this morning at the opening session of the American National Live
stock Association by President Fred H. Bixby, of Long Beach, Calif. 

Following in the wake of the four all-State com·entions which 
occupied the first two days of the week, the American National Live
stock Association, with representatives from 14 Western and Middle 
Western States, all pt·ominent ln the cattle-growing and beef-packing 
interests of the country, opened its twenty-ninth annual convention at 
the Masonic temple this rooming. More than 800 cattlemen and 
packers attended the initial opening. 

President Bixby devoted a part of his address toward the adminis
tration of the packers and stockyards act and said that " peehaps a 
congressional investigation might develop something of intN·e. t.'' 

" We believe the present freight-rate schedules on livestock are ex
ces ive, unsound, and unfair, and should be reduced," Mr. Bl:x:by told 
the assembled delegates. 

SAYS FEES EXCESSIV8 

"We believe the present charges for grazing on the United States 
forest reserves are in some instances too high-in most cases more 
than tile cost of administration of the gmzing-and in many cases 
the mechanical adm1nistration of grazing in the forests most unsatis
factory. 

" We are against commercialization of the forests," Mr. Bixby as· 
serted, "and want tenure of our rights to be stabilized and stand
ardized by law rather than to remain subject to the jurisdiction of 
some department head in Washington. We have always stood for 
some control or the unappropriated public domaln. The 18G,OOO,OOO 
acres now known as public or Government land must be regulated 
in some equitable way so that the users of the grass on these ranges 
can expect protection, proper administration, and permanency or 
rights at the smallest cost possible. Special preference for the present 
users and for those whose adjacent privately owned lands are de
pendent upon the grazing of these Government areas must be taken 
into consideration. 

TARIFF DEUA:-<DED 

" We must have a tariff of 6 cents a pound on green or fresh 
salted hides and 15 cents a pound on dry hides,·• Mr. llixby declared. 
"This duty would incr·ease the ,·alue of our cattle from $2 to $3 per 
head, and would work a hardship on no one. In addition to this, 
dressed meats, canned meats, and all other meat products should be 
adequately protected. There is a certain amount of protection now, 
but not enough. 

"At present the United States is the dumping ground for all the 
surplus hides of the world," he continued, "and prices of our domes
tic production are on the world level. A fair duty on hides would 
put some ' pep ' back into the cattle business." 

Mr. Bixby also expressed dissatisfaction with the commissions now 
being assessed stock growers at the central markets, and the demand 
was made by him that these charges be redu9ed to a level commen
surate with tile price received for cattle by the stock growel's. 
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YEAR'S WORK REVIEWED 

"Among other things that \ve stand !or," Mr. Bixby asserted, "are 
the eradication of · predatory animals, truth in fabric, truth in meats, 
against unfair restrictions on oleo products, uniform sanitary and 
quarantine regulations, and uniform chattel mortgage laws." 

In reviewing the work of the past year Mr. Bixby asserted tha_t the 
as-sociation .had accomplished a great deal, but that " we have not 
s~cured all that we went out for, nor all that we were justly en-
titled to." 

" The greatest asset of a militant organization such as ours," he 
declared, " is that we are ready and equipped at all times to defend our 
rights." 

FIGHTING BUREAUCRATS 

Marked enthusiasm followed the reading of a letter by George K. 
Bowden, extending warm personal greetings and cordial good wishes of 
United States Senator RALPH H. CAMERON to the assembled delegates. 

Advice to "get closer together, cooperate fully, and demand your just 
rights in the great questions of grazing fees and utilization of public 
lands " was the main subject in the missive wherein the Senator urged 
a continuance of the substantial backing of the legislative problems 
shown in the past year by the members of the organization. 

"It is true," Senator CUIERO~ wrote, "that we have picked a fight 
with the bureaucrats in Washington, but at least we are making an 
honorable fight and I 'belie.e a successful one to restore to people of the 
West a reasonable and sane administration of these great natural 
resources." 

Mr. CAMERO:N praised the members of the livestock association for 
their alertness in rallying to his support, and for their enthusiasm 
manifested when the waiver for grazing fees was first placed by him in 
Congress. 

Harrison McMaster Pittman 
Heflin McNary Ransdell 
Howell Mayfield Reed, Mo. 
Johnson - Means Reed, Pa. 
Jones, N. 1\lex. Metcalf Robinson, Ark. -
Jones, Wash. Moses Robinson, Ind. 
Kendrick Norbeck Sackett 
Keyes Norris Schall 
King Nye Sheppard 
La Follette Oddie Shipstead 
Lenroot Overman Shortridge 
McKellar Pepper Simmons 
McKinley Phipos Smith 
McLean Pine Smoot 

Stanfield 
Stephens 
Swanson 
Trammell 
W.adsworth 
Walsh 
Warren 
Watson 
Weller 
Wheeler 
William a 
Willis 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety Senators having answered 
to their names, there is a quorum present. The Senator from 
California will proceed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, the multifarious duties of a 
Senator of the United States sometimes preclude us from the 
preparation which ought to be made in a matter of the conse
quence of that which is pending before this body and some
times make it impossible for us to engage in those matters in 
which we may be very much interested. I find myself some
what in that situation to-day. Since I returned for the session 
I have been entirely engrossed with what I deem to be the 
most constructive piece of legislation of this decade-the de
velopment of the lower Colorado River-and I have had little 
opportunity to prepare, as the subject demands, an address 
upon the matte!' of the entrance of the United States into the 
World Court. 

I realize, of course, sir, that the titanic figures upon this 
fioor have presented this question in its every aspect. I realize, 
too, that there is nothing that I could add to what already 
has been said, nothing that I could add to that which I have 

RULE DIVOKES oumA:scE said from the inception of this controversy; for, Mr. President, 
The first session of the convention, conducted by President Bixby, since Febl'uary, 1923, when the late · President Harding fit·st 

opened at 10.15 a. m. with an invocation by Rev. Victor A. Rule. suggested that we enter. the World Court, in season and out, 
Henry G. Boice, president of the Arizona Cattle Growers' Association, wherever the opportunity presented itself, I have voiced, feebly, 
gave the first address o! welcome, after which Judge Frank 0. Smith, of course, my remonstrance, and have endeavored to present 
pre ident of the Phoenix -Chamber of Commerce, extended hearty wei- the reasons which actuated me in opposing what he proposed 
come to the visiting delegates to the gold spot, and assuring them of and what is now before the Senate of the United States. 
the hearty cooperation of the local civic organizations in a.ny problems I have listened with inteTest whenever the opportunity was 
that might come up during their stay in the city. accorded me to what has been said upon this fioor. I have 

The response was given by George A. Clough, delegate from San listened to the eloquent Senators who have presented the case 
Francisco, filling the place of former President Ike T. Pryor, who _was of the court with reservations and to the eloquent Senator, who 

·unable to be present. Mr. Clough was raised In Arizona, his grand-~ is the leader of the opposition, who has presented the case 
father having been a pioneer in this State. Organization in the agr1- with other reservations. Mr. President, I am opposed to the 
cultur.:tl projects throughout the country, he asserted, was the cause entry of the United States into this com·t with or without res
()f their success and prosperity, and maintained that it was the hope of ervations. I am opposed to the entry into this court-
the cattlemen to so organize themselves, t_hus placing the cattle industry 1. Because if the court is what its proponents insist, our 
en the same basis. entry would be an idle and futile act ; 

AFTER~ooN sEssiON 2. Because we have ready means at hand, with the right 
He also touched lightly on the problem of labor which was facing the of selection, in The Hague court for the peaceful determina

Southwestern States, inasmuch as the American cowboys were rapidly tion of every controversy; 
fading from view, giving way to Mexicans. 3. Because joining the court inevitably will take us into the 

The problem of proposed legislation as to the national forests and League of Nations; 
public domain, which was discussed by George K. Bowden, attorney for 4. Because if this court has any efficacy I decline to -submit 
the Senate Committee on Public Lands, was under consideration this American questions to foreign judges, a majority of whom may 
afternoon. decide our fate ; 

Other speakers of the afternoon were: J. M. McFarlane, president of 5. Because it violently wrenches this country from its Ameri-
the Utah Cattle and Horse Growers' Association; Sam H. Cowen, at- can policy of 140 years and takes us finally into Europe's politi
tomey !or the association nt Fort Worth, Tex.; and T. H. Rnmsey, cal life; 
president of the Pacific National Agricultural Credit Corporation, San 6. Because if behind the decisions of the court are the sane-
Francisco. tions of the league, joining the court. does not mean peace, but 

THE WORLD COURT - mav involve us in Europe's strife; and 
The Senate, in open executive session, resumed the consldera- i Because, sir, to join this court in the manner suggested, 

tion of Senate Resolution 5, providing for adhesion on the part avoiding every question of consequence and asserting our aloof
of the United States to the protocol of December 16, 1920, and ness whenever peace might be threatened by other countries 
the adjoined statute for the Permanent Court of International would make us the poltroon among the nations of the earth. 
Justice, with reservations. _ For this and other reasons, too, which it may be unnecessary 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina to elaborate, I oppose the pending resolution. 
[Mr. BLEASE] is entitled to the fipor. Tepidly I am interested in reservations, but .only tepidly. I 

Mr. BLEASE. I had two articles that I expected to read this believe, as the eloquent Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoRAH] 
morning with reference to the World Court, but I shall post- said in his original address, that reservations, after all, will 
pone reading them until a later day. I therefore yield the be of little consequence. I recall, sir-oh, how soon we forget-
floor. I recall the struggle that we had to keep out of the League of 

1\lr. JOHNSON obtained the fioor. Nations. I recall how reservations were presented of one sort 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a or another during that momentous struggle. I also recall, as 

quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena

tors answered to their names : 
Ashurst 
Rnyard 
Bingham 
lllease 
Borah 
Bratton 
Brookhart 
Bruce 
Butler 

Cameron 
Capper 
Caraway 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Dale 
Deneen 

Dill 
Edge 
Ernst 
Fernald 
Ferris 
Fess 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
George 

Gerry 
Gillett 
Glass 
Gotr 
Gooding 
Greene_ 
Hale 
Harreld 
Harris 

the Senator from Idaho recalled only a few days ago, the words 
of Lord Grey when he said, "Let them come in with the res
ervations ; after they are in they amount to nothing." So, sir, 
if I believed in those words of Grey-and I do-if I believed 
that, after all, we are merely in some degree modifying the 
w1·ong that we insist exists in the court, I co-uld not give my 
acquiescence to reservations except, in frankness, for the pur
pose ultimately by indirection of defeating that which I believe 
should be directly defeated. 

Mr. President, I recognize the foreordained situation that is 
before this body. I 1·ecognize, sh·, that no words of mine; I 
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rccogn~ze, sir, that no words of any man in this Chamber; I 
rccogmze, sir, there is no power within these doors that will 
enable us perhaps to escape from that foreordained situation. 
It is solely for the purpose that on the record there may be 
embalmed some of those things which I have said all over this 
country and that in the proper forum considering the question 
may be presented what has at other times and in other places 
been e:l.'J)ressed. 

Thi:-; court, sir, has its votaries outside of this Chamber; 
thi court, sir, is to be put over upon the American people not 
becau8e Senators here believe wholly in it, although, of course, 
I question neither any man's belief nor any man's good faith; 
this court, sir, is to be put over on the American people be
cau~e of a poisonous propaganda that has been in vogue since 
1920; that failed then when we had the opportunity to go to 
all the American people; that succeeds only now, sir, because 
we have the opportunity to go to o~y 96 representatives of the 
American people. This propaganda that has been abroad in the 
land is like all propaganda of interested parties, where others 
are merely disinterested. Those with selfish interests are 
always alert and active; the disinterested, alas, act but spo
radically and spasmodically. I smile a bit cynically when I 
li:4en to Senators on this floor speak of propaganda against the 
court. Propaganda against the court ! 

The pitiable little circulations that have been sent forth 
against it are of no consequence when an avalanche, a mael
strom of propaganda from New York City and from those who 
expect to make profit out of taking us into Europe has been, 
~ince 1920, poured forth in a constant and continuous flood. 
Consequently, sir, perhaps it succeeds; but finally there will 
come a day in this Republic, a day again like the day in 
1920, when the people of the United States shall have the 
opportunity to express themselves upon this matter; and then, 
sir, with that expression, and that alone, shall we who take 
the position that I take to-day be satisfied and accept the 
re~ult. I am not satisfied to accept a result of false, poisonous, 
and misleading propaganda. 

Into every church, into every woman's organization, into 
erery quasi-public association, into little children's schools 
the propaganda has been sent all in the sacred name of peace, 
nil a::ertlng, all insi ting, that the only way that world peace 
can be brought about, the only method in which we can per
form our moral duty to the world is for us to join this court. 

I recall, sir, instances of propaganda in the past, instances 
that have succeeded, none of which, however, have been more 
deceptive nor of worse duplicity than this in respect to the 
World Court. I read, sir, only a few weeks ago of a distin
gui:;;hed English general who boastingly asserted in the city 
of ... '~w York that during the World War he had manufac
tured photographs of dead Germans and had put the story 
all over the world that the Germans were boiling their dead 
for fertilizer. He boastingly asserted it and he was oblivious 
to the enormity of what he had done until an outraged public 
opin · ou in the next few days denounced him in unmeasured 
terms. 

I recall the propaganda during the war of children in Bel
gium "ho~·e arms were mutilated, and who were shockingly 
treated by the invaders. I remember talking to some gentle
men who had come from Brussels just after the war, who had 
at first commhzerated people there OYer the atrocities that had 
been committed, and wh.o were laughted at and told that no 
such atrocities had existed at alL I can recall propaganda of 
n different sort, too. I remember this beneficent arms con
fel'ence that was held here in the city of Washington, that 
all of om· pacific friends throughout the land tell us was a 
marvelons agency for peace, and tell us, too, how in that 
arms couference we contributed so much to the peace of the 
world. Do you know, sir, what information we had, during 
the period of that conference, of what was happening? 

I hold in my hand a little brochure by Capt. Dudley W. Knox, 
of the United States Navy, a little brochure that every man 
who believes in hL~ country ought to read. It is entitled "The 
Eclip. e of .American Sea Power," and it deals with the dis
armament conference. It demonstrates what a fraud, a delu
sion, and a snare the 5-5-3 ratio is. In the very beginning 
of it Captain Knox quotes the remarks of Mr. Wickham Steed, 
the editor of the London Times, in a speech made by him a 
brief time after that arms conference. 

1\lr. Steed said: 
The American delegates refused to give out any news during the 

conferl:'nce. They left this whole matter with the British publicity 
agent, Lord Riddell, and I am not giving away any state secrets when 
I say that when Lord Riddell left Washington there was general lamen
tation among the American and other correspondents, who wondered 
where they would proceed to get the real news. That may have been 

quixotic on the part of Americans, but ratller than be under any sus
picion of using their press to turn public opinion against nations with 
whom they may have had dHierences, they did this, and the American 
delegates were absolutely and honorably silent. 

Read that brochure, you who say you are interested in our 
Navy, and I undertake to say that there is not an expert in 
the Navy Department to-day who is not tainted with politics 
but will agree with it and will tell you that the 5-5-3 ratio is 
a fraud, that it does not exist, and that while America crappe<l 
warsllips Britain scrapped blue prints. Propaganda, though, 
has made our people have a different idea, and propaganda has 
led them to an utterly false conclusion. It is the propaganda 
sir, upon this World Court, the propaganda that has invaded 
every avenue in this country, the propaganda that starts with 
the statement t~at the only means of obtaining peace, the only 
way of preventmg war, the only mechanism that exists for the 
prevention of strife among nations, is thi League of Nations 
court; and therefore that it is the duty of the United States of 
America forthwith to enter into that com't. 

If I undertook to tell you of the resolutions couched in just 
that language that have come to me I would be bu y for the 
next 14 days, and I would be violating the ideas of debate 
that have been expressed by the distinguished Vice President 
and lay myself subject, doubtless, to a cloture thereafter-if 
I undertook, sir, even to pile upon this floor the resolutions and 
the letters from good men and women, from societies and 
organizations, from little children who have been lied to about 
this matter and who pathetically write " in the name of sacred 
peace, to prevent all wars in the future, for the sole purpose 
that there never again shall be strife between nations or men 
take the United States into the league court "-if I rmder~ 
took this, I would erect a wall as high as the ceiling and as 
broad as this Chamber. 

It is a wicked thing, sir. That war is a wicked thing every 
man, of course, concedes. There is no normal man but that 
hates war. Every normal human being, to the limit of his 
ability, will endeavor to prevent war; but there are some 
things, sir, that are almost as wicked as war. A nation may 
fight a war, may even lose, and yet wax sh·ong again. A nation 
may undergo all the agonies of war, and yet, with character 
untainted, again rise to great heights. But a nation, sir whose 
character is corroded by hypocrisy and falsehood ; a 'nation, 
sir, whose very essence and moral fiber are destroyed by in
sidious and false propaganda-that nation, sir, has no future 
at all; and what I cry out against is this propaganda, false 
in fact, that has been put over on the American people, and that 
has no justification in the facts. 

Mr. President, I preach abhorrence of war; but, sir, I preach 
with equal emphasis abhorrence of pretense, cowardice, hypocrisy 
and duplicity in our national life. Personally, sir, I prefer a truc
ulent d'A.rtagnan to a snifillng Pecksniff. I prefer, sir, that our 
people should understand; and in passing let me remark that 
those who are the proponents upon this floor of this measure 
have not indulged at all in the statements that have been made 
abroad in this land, and upon which the so-called public opin
ion of our Nation has been founded. No man here insists that 
this is a measure which will prevent war. No individual cog
nizant of the facts will insist publicly, upon his own indi
vidual responsibility, that peace will result or that war will 
be prevented by this impotent court-none, sir, as I propose to 
demonstrate before I conclude: and if it were possible I 
would blazon upon the sky for all these churches, for all these 
women's org~zations, for aU these good people to see through
out this land, that that which has been told them and upon 
which they have passed their resolutions is false in fact and 
has been calculated to deceive them for a base and an ignoble 
motive. 

I recognize, sir, how many good people are intere ted in this 
question. I am not doubting them nor que tioning them here. 
I recognize, sir, that the holiest emotions of mankind have been 
played upon by certain people in charge of this propaganda in 
behalf of the 'Vorld Court. I recognize that the aspirations 
that distinguish man from the brute and raLe him some
times to the level of a god are the aspirations that this propa
ganda has utili?.:ed for the purpose of having him <leal with 
his representatives in the Congress of the United States. 
Nevertheless, sir, I recognize, too, that behind this propaganda 
there is another force. There is another force, sir, that ex
pects, out of this action of the United States Senate, to gnin 
profit, to make money; and it is that sinister force bellind thi 
propaganda against which I cry out, and against which the 
American people ought to be warned. 

Propaganda everywhere; and because so aptly the u ·e .of this 
propaganda recently was expressed I want to read to you a 
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very brief article recently appearing editorially in the American 
Mercury. 

said, in substance, that if anything arises we do not like here
after in the court we will take the precept of Washington, that 
was written in words of fire during that memorable period in 

In six months- our history, when Genet came here from France to have us 
Says this article- indulge in France's war, and we will say, "We stand aloof, 

it will be a c~ntury and a half since the Yankee brat performed the because it is to our interest to do so." 
heroic feat of cutting its own umbilical cord; nevertheless, it re- So it will be seen that upon this :floor we have a variety of 
mains at nur e, and under constant tutelage and admonition. The reasons for joining the court. The Senator from Montana says 
fount of honor is still at st. James's; the writ of that court runs it is a feeble and a halting step. The Senator from Wisconsin 
both in the country clubs of . Pittsburgh and Minneapolis and in the says substantially the same thing. Neither of them-and I 
cloisters of Harvard and ·Yale. One recalls the solemn referendum of compliment each upon the fact-seeks in any degree to sub
November 2, 1920, and one observes the persiste~t and even lu ty stantiate· the propaganda that has been put over upon the 
prosperity of the League of Nations propaganda to-day. There are people of this land concerning this court or concerning its 
plenty of Walter Hines Pages left; the pilgrimage of the bar asso- ultimate efficacy. 
ciation last summer made a whole herd of them. And if all of them The position I maintain, as I said at the beginning of my 
perished ovE'rnight there would still be the weekly swarm-s of visiting remarks, is no new thing with me. It is the position I main-

tained from 1918 on ; that, please God, while I am in public 
English novelists, shipping magnates, vaudeville hoofers, princes of the life and when I am retired to private life I shall yet maintain, 
blood, itinerant ecclesiastics, exchange professors, note shavers, lee- with all the vigor that God has given me, because I believe that 
turers, spiritualists, horse-trainers, bootleggers. These men are the step we -are taking to-day, that which will soon be put 
illuminated by diverse and sometimes antagonistic visions. They 

over on this body, is the first false step in America's career; 
bring various message - But upon one subject they all agree, in that its possibilities can not at the instant be foretold, and no 
public and in private, on the Long Island links and in the Broadway man can say what peril the future may hold for us with that 
supper clubs, in Wall Street, and along the remotest back stretches first false step taken. 
of Chautauqua. They agree upon the moral duty of the United There is no illusion upon the part of the league men in this 
States. It i th<:! moral duty of the United States, it appears, to country at all There is no error in their position upon this 
join the League of Nations, and if not the League of Nations, then matter. There is, in the minds of the men who fought the 
the World Court. fight since 1918, no mistake as to what we are doing in the 

Then, following, another brief paragraph: matter of this world court. 
Such is the substance of the current demand that the United States Oh, ye gentlemen upon this side, who pride yourselves upon 

repudiate the solemn referendum ot 1920 and enter the leagu~or your regularity, just let me make you a prophecy. After Y01l 

some antechamber of it. It is no more spontaneous than the Anglo- have done the job, listen to the distinguished Senator from 
mania of 1915. There are actually not 100,000 people in the United Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] and other Democratic brethren on 
States who show any sign of an honest yearning to put the country the other side of this Chamber congratulate you upon having 
into the league, and of these not a thousand have . ever offered a finally approved the great Democratic doctrine and the policy 
rational reason for it-that is, a reason based upon national self- of ·woodrow Wilson. You will hear this with variations, and 
1ntere t. The rest is mere wind-music--a preposterous gabble about you will have it in more speeches than one in the days to comt. 
moral duty, issuing from England and here echoed mainly by palpable I congratulate my Democratic brethren upon their restraint 
Anglomaniacs. The old propaganda machine is at work again, with in this debate. Clever are they in the presentation of this 
Hs bearings red hot. It failed in 1920, but 1t did the trick in 1917, matter. R-estrained have been their utterances, but restraint 
and now there are obvious hopes that 1t will do the trick again. will be gone when the deed shall have been done by regulars 
So every incoming ship brings recruits for its crew, and Lady Diana upon this side of the Chamber, and when ._.he deed shall have 
Maudlin works the resorts of fashion as the dean of Mayfair works been done by the regulars on this side of the Chamber I want 
the re orts of pi~ty. and judges are hauled off the bench and college to be present for a couple of days, if my duties will permit, 
presidents from the feasts of Rotary to keep it going. and listen to my Democratic brethi·en congratulate the regulars 

of the Republican Party upon this side. 
Propaganda, sir! There is propaganda all over this land. What will happen, sir, if we enter this court? You realize, 

But how at varianCE> are the views that are expressed by the and I realize. When this matter first was bruited by the 
distinguished Senator from Montana [Mr. W .A.LSH], those of President of the United States in 1923, I indulged immediately 
the Senator from Wisconsin [1fr. LENROOT], and those of the in some facetious remarks. They are of no consequence, but 
proponents of the league, who are men of responsible position, because of the rejoinder they brought forth, and brought forth 
when they expre" themselves as to what this court is. Neither from the chief exponent of the League of Nations in all the 
here upon this floor, nor in the addresses of those who are the West, the man in all the West who bas made the fight for the 
heads of the agitation outside, in one or more of the colleges League of Nations and is now making the fight for the World 
of this land, is the attempt ever made to say that this particu- Court, I want to read just those few facetious sentences I 
lar court will bring peace, or prevent war. uttered, anu that rejoinder which came to me immediately 

I realize, sir, that vru.·ious rea. ons are suggested to us here thereafter. 
for joining the court. I have listened with deep attention to When it was proposed in February, 1923, that we enter the 
the 1·emarks of the Senator from Montana, and those of the 1 World Court with certain reservations-" reservations!" Oh, 
Senator from Wisconsin, both of whom minimized what the I when did we heru.· that word before? Re ervations! Reser
court was, and undertook to demonstrate that it was nothing; vations! Ah, you, sir, from l\lontana, are consistent; you, sir, 
and in that they admirably succeeded. Other Senators on from 'V1sconsin, are consistent, for, if I recall aright, there 
this floor have presented other. rea. ons for joining the World was a time in the struggle concerning the League of Nations 
Court. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. McKINLEY], in his very when these gentlemen sat upon an ex-parte committee for the 
brief but pithy address, said that we should join the World purpose of preparing a reser-vation to Article X which should 
Court in order that we might sell our wheat, our corn, and our be put O"Ver, and under which we should enter the League o.f 
hogs; and as I listened to him when he delivered that speech, Nations. I recall how the task was almost perfected, when 16 
and thought of the plight of the farmers of our country, I men---call them what you please--" irreconcilables ''-or call 
began to doubt the wisdom of the position I have maintained, them by any epithet that may be known to the house of Mor
and I began to see, in vision, the transportation of our wheat, 

1 

gan or to international bankers, call them anything you wish, 
our corn, and our hogs, across the ocean to Geneva, to be dis- sir, I care not, but the job was perfected and we were right 
posed of t~ the International World Court of the League of 

1 
at the entrance of the League of Kations when those 16 men 

Nations. Perhaps, sir, the distingui hed Senator from Till- called the thing off through the then leader of the Republican 
nois has thus solved the entire farming problem of his terri- Party in this Chamber. 
tory and the territory contiguous to it. So it is a natural thing and a consistent thing for the Sena-

I listened to the distinguished Senator from Connecticut tor from Montana and the Senator from Wisconsin to be asking 
[~lr . .McLEAN], express himself in that delightful and epi- us to enter the World Court, with reservations, two of which, 
grammatic way that is his, in an address that was indeed if I did not misunderstand the distinguished Senator from 
charming in character. I heard in that address none of the Montana the other day, are practically shams and the others 
talk that is indulged by these organizations outside about the of which are of mighty little consequence in any regard at all. 
peace of the world, none of the stuff about the prevention of I repeat, sir, I am not interested in whether we enter the 
wars in the future as a result of our joining this court; not World Court with five little re eryations <tr seven big reser
at all. I saw that for very material reasons, entirely appro- vations. The point is, I do not want to enter at all, for if we 
priate, sir, in this material era, he would have us join the enter, either with three reservations or five or seven, the result 
World Court. Then, in the conclusion of his address, when will absolutely be the same; we mil be tied in exactly the 
he spoke of Citizen Genet, and Washington's admonition, he same fashion. 
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I was recurring, sir, to the remarks I made when :first Presi

dent Harding asked us to enter the court, and when he pre
sented to us his reservations. I said then: 

If we now do what is asked, the situation is this : We are wholly 
out of the league. We are in part of the league. By reservations we 
nre out of the part of the league we are in. The part of the league 
we are in, and from which by reservations we get out, functions as a 
part of the league with our assistance. 

In the language of a great editor of the West, "All of which is 
partly true." 

Thereafter I received this letter. I here read this letter, and 
I read it, with permission of its author, because it is an ex
ample of intellectual honesty that shows conclusively just 
exa(·tly what this world court is, just exactly what those who 
are the League of Nations leaders expect to do with us after 
we enter the World Court. The letter was dated Omaha, Feb
ruary 27, 1923: 

MY DEaR JoH!'ISO:f: How small the world is now that electricity 
has put us all into one room ! . 

Anyhow, I read in the paper this morning your sarcastic quotation 
from an alleged " great writer," who could perhaps be identified
"all of wWch is partly true." 

You are quite right. 

These are his words, not mine : 
Your strictures on the Hughes-Root-Taft plan to sneak in the back 

door of the League of Nations are "partly true." Hughes's arguments 
for it are at most "partly true." The whole scheme is illogical, im
practical, insincere, and cowardly. And I am for it. But not for 
these reasons. You, from yom standpoint, will be quite right in being 
against it. There is no present practical situation calling for action. 
It is a purely academic, theoretical proposal. There are theoretical 
arguments for it which are "partly true." You can make others as 
good against it. I am for it, because, as an opportunist, if the Gov· 
ernment has not the courage to walk into the league by the front 
doot·, I am willing, not to approve, but to nbmit to the alternative 
policy of sneaking in the back rloor. It will ultimately get us in. 
That is the final reason why you should be against it and I for it. 
But in your immediate strictures on the manner of it, I agree with 
you and am glad if you found my phrase one which you could use, 
even derisively, as a weapon in the criticism. In Lord Chesterfield's 
trite language: "'l'hus you see, my son, with how little wisdom the 
world is governed." 

There is the story. That is the story of the court. We are 
going into the court not for the settlement of those contro
versies that we have with other nations at all. We are going 
into the court because we are going to be taken finally into the 
League of Nations. It follows just as absolutely as night 
follows day. There can be no escape from it and, logically 
from the standpoint of the leaguers, there should be no escape 
from it. Sir, if we are to go into European broils; sir, if we 
are finally to destroy the policy that has been ours for 140 
year. ; . ir, if this country now in 1926 is to alter the course that 
has made our country what it is and go into European politics, 
I prefer as an American with flag flying and head high to go 
in the front door, as America ought to go, and not to ~neak 
to the side door or side entrance or to be shoved through a 
trap door into the League of Nations. So far as I am con
cerned I prefer that you shall take us in as we ought to go in 
if we are to go in. Why should you do otherwise? What are 
you doing to us? You gentlemen who want to take us into the 
league, what do you say we are going to do hereafter? 

Bnt before coming to that particular part of the subject let 
me read another prophetic utterance. This prophetic utter
ance is of a gentleman from beyond the sea who saw and 
understood just exactly what would happen to us finally in 
the matter of the league. One of the officials of the league. 
Mr. Hagerup, of Norway, reporting the court's constitution to 
the a. ~embly of the league a way back in 1920, used this lan
guage: 

You know that a representative of the United States of America, a 
man of the highest nnthorlty, Mr. Elihu Root, took part in the prepara· 
tion of this constitution. The political party to which he belongs in 
the "Cnfted States will soon come into power and though this party 
has 11ot yet decided to go into the League of Nations it has proclaimed · 
in a resolution that it Js quite prepared to accept the court. I think 
I shall be voicing the general sentiments of the assembly-

That is the Assembly of the League of Nations-

when I say that tbis.resolutlon has within it important results. It is 
n first step leading to the entrance of the United States into the league. 

Does anybody doubt it? Tell me that this court is an inde
pendent body and we may join it if we see fit and then act as 
we desire thereaffer and never be involved with the leag_ue 

at all? The very logic of events, the irrefragable proof of what 
may transpire, makes it not only unlikely but utterly impossible 
that we should be in this part of the league and we shall not 
ultimately be a part of the league itself. 

What are we to do if we join the court? The gentlemen who 
are proponents of the court say, "Nothing." They say· to us, 
"You are not bound when you enter the court. You are bound 
to nothing at all. You get into the court," say they, "and 
then you stand aloof from it. You are not going in," say the 
proponents of the court, " to settle American questions, for 
already we have the mode of settling them." They deny that 
we are going into the court for the purpose of settling European 
questions. For · what purpose are they going into the court? 
Somebody errs, Mr. President; somebody is being fooled, 1\lr. 
President. .Are we fooling the American people or are we fool
ing the people across the sea? 

It is a futile and an idle thing to say to us, " Go into this 
court, stand aloof from every controversy, have nothing to do 
with that which may mean the peace of the world if it occurs 
across the sea." That is exactly what the proponents say to us: 
" Do nothing as a member of the court and nothing can be done 
to you." What kind of a position is this for the United States 
of America? We boast that we are the g1·eatest Nation on the 
face of the earth. We prate of our obligation to civilization and 
mankind. We tell of the things that we have done in the past 
and those things that we may do in the future in behalf of all 
humanity. Then we join the World Court, deny its jurisdic
tion in anything pertaining to us, and hold our elves aloof from 
any question that involves Europe, the one place on the face of 
the earth that is likely to engender war. 

Not so, Mr. President; not so nt all. I would not have my 
country in any such position as that. If we go into the World 
Court, I would have my country perform its function and do its 
duty. Talk to me of moral obligations on the part of America 
to enter the court, and when we get in there deny that there 
is any moral obJigation that rests on us in relation to any ques
tion under the sun! It can not be, sir, that that sort of a posi
tion will be maintained by us; and if it were maintained by us 
we would be not only the laughing stock of the world, but we 
would be worse-we would be the poltroon of all the nations of 
the earth. We will go in, if we go in, and we will do our duty; 
we will do it fully, we will do it accurately, and we will do it 
no matter what the consequences may be. But to assert what 
these gentlemen assert in reference to our attitude after we 
once go in is a: position that no American should ever suggest 
for an instant that his cotmtry should take. 

Our people generally do not understand what the court is. I 
found that out when wandering around the country, and you, 
sir, doubtless have found it out, too. 'Vhat this court is is 
little understood, not at all understood by those who pass their 
resolutions and who demand that forthwith we enter it for the 
sake of the peace of the world. 

Just visualize this court with me, sir, for a moment. Just 
visualize it! We understand what a court is in the ordinary 
acceptation of the term. We believe that our courts are main
tained to remedy wrongs and to redress injuries and ultimately 
to administer justice. We understand courts of that sort. 
Assume that we reside upon a certain part of a certain street. 
Upon that street and next to us resides our neighbor. He is 
brutal. He is ruthless. He is cruel. He is grasping and he 
is avaricious. He is stronger than we are. He comes to us on 
some day when his passions are aroused and he appropriates a 
part of our property. He appropriates a part of our property 
and, not content with that, he assaults us. We ru h to the 
near-by court and we say to the judge who is tbm·e, "This 
neighbor of ours, brutal, ruthless, cruel, has assaulted us. This 
neighbor has appropriated a part of our property. We want 
from your honor some measure of justice. We want our prop· 
erty returned and our injuries redressed." The court says, 
"·wm your neighbor come into court?" We answer, "Of 
course he will not come into court. He is the wrongdoer." 
The court thereupon says, "I have no jurisdiction. Case dis
mi sed." 

That is exactly the thing that they are asking us to join, Mr. 
President. 'l'hat is exactly what the World Court is, expres ed 
in homely language. No compulsory jurisdiction ba the court. 
No process has it by which it may compel a wrongdoer to come 
before it and submit itself to its arbitrament-s. If a nation of 
Europe, drtmk with its power, mad with its militarism, shall 
encroach upon the property of another nation of Em·ope, then 
it may be called into the great World Court of International 
Justice? Not a bit of it. All the wrongdoing nation has to do 
is to say, "I will not have anything to do with your court," 
and the case is dismissed. No longer is there anything that 
may determine the righteousness of the cause or redress the 
wrong that may have been done. 
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Wby, :Mr. President, how many criminal nations do you think 

will come into the World Court after committing a criminal 
act ? The great nations of the earth have denied it compulsory 
jurisdiction. We are going in under exactly the same idea, 
denying compulsory jurisdiction. 'That criminal nation en
croaching upon the property of a weaker nation, doing it harm 
by war or otherwise, will voluntarily submit its criminality to 
this so-called court? Ah, sir, it is not a world court ; it is not 
a court at all. I t will not make for peace in the world; 

It can not make for peace in the world. One of the chief 
proponents of the court, in speaking concerning it or writing 
in the Chrt tian Century, December 24, 1925, Mr. Manley 0. 
Hudson, admitted frankly this fact. He said: 

. I can not say that it has prevented any wars, nor that Jt will ever 
prevent any. I do not regard it as probable that nations would fight 
about the kind of legal questions which they are now willing to sub
mit to the World Court. 

What becomes of all the balderdash and the nonsense that has 
been spread broadcast over this land about the prevention of 
war by this court? It does not prevent war and it can not pre
vent war. But the wickedness of the proposal that is before 
us, the v1ce of it, in my opinion, is that we go into this court
go into it to do omething that we know not what, and refuse 
to engage in anything that it may do that we do not like. 

The naive words of the President of the United States, when 
he first uggested it, accurately stated the facts. He said 
then: 

It is a convenient instrumentality to which we may go but to which 
we can not be brought. 

A convenient instrumentality to which we may go but to 
which we can not be brought. Accurately that describes the 
court. If we can not be brought to it, other nations can not 
be brought to it. The virtue we commend of its inability to 
deal with us can scarcely become a vice when applied to other 
nations. 

It is a singular situation that presents itself here. Our 
P1·esidents-both President Harding and President Coolidge-
said we are not going into the league. They asseverated that, 
and un9uestionably in the utmost of good faith they made 
that asseveration. But the singular thing presented ln the 
di cussion is that the proleaguers want us to go into the 
court because they think the Pre ident mistaken, and the 
antileaguers want to keep us out of the court for precisely the 
·arne reason. It is a paradoxical situation that is thus pre
sented, and it illustrates . the danger of going into the thing. 

Mr·. President, something has been said during the course of 
the argument about party respon ibility and party pledge. 
The platform has been read indicating that the Republican 
Party has pledged itself to entry into the court, anu whil~ 
it is quite true that the particular provi ion does so state, it 
contains in its very next line a denial of the statement itself. 

But that is neither here nor there. If the Republican Party 
and the Democratic Party and every other party had decreed 
entrance into this court, I still would stand here voicing the 
views that are mine, without regard to the pronouncements of 
any party platform. 

I hav~ observed, sir, that party platforms are often for me 
and those of like opinions to mine to be obeyed, but are to be 
di regarded whenever others of different opinions . may desire. 
I recall the debate upon this floor upon the child-labor amend
ment. If there were any question upon which the Republican 
Party had taken its stand, and taken its stand absolutely, it 
was the question of child labor, and yet I heard the Senator 
from Wisconsin taunt the Senator from New York because of 
the latter's stand upon the amendment. The Senator from New 
York, with a right that was his-because every man mu t de
termine his position according to his conscience or his judg
ment-the Senator from New York, the leader of his party in 
the great Empire State of the Union, stood here in violation 
of the pledge of the Republican Party in the United States. 
That was his right, just as it is my right to-day to stand here 
against the paradoxical pledge of the Republican Party concern
ing the World Court. 

Sir, history affords example after example of just exactly 
that kind of independence which has been lauded and remem
bered, when the men who were mere rubber stamps and who 
merely re~ponded to a party lash or to a partisan demand have 
been forgotten . I can recall historically during the Jackson 
period when Andrew Jackson felt himself almost at war with 
Franc-e: Singularly enough, the acute situation was brought 
about by a debt settlement. France owed us $5,000,000; France 
had defaulted in · the payment and had broken faith. Jackson, 
with that singular force of his, demanded again and again and 
in no uncertain terms the payment of the amount. Finally he 

asked the Congre s of the United States to give him an appro
priation of $500,000 to put this Nation in a state of defen e. 
The party which was opposed to Jackson opposed his request. 
In the House of Representatives that party took its stand 
against Jackson's position; but up rose that grand old man of 
Massachusetts, John Quincy Adams, so hostile to Jackson that 
carefully he treasured everything that Jackson daily did that 
he did not like that he might inscribe it in his diary at night
old John Quincy Adams stood upon the floor of that House and 
said that when the country was at stake he knew no party, and 
he made the fight for the Jackson appropriation for the United 
States of America. I remember the words of Rutherford B. 
Hayes, "He serves his party best who serves his country best." 
I recall another instance when a Senator from the great State 
of Massachusetts, George F. Hoar, broke for the time being 
with his friend William McKinley and stood upon the floor of 
this body fighting the subjugation of the Philippines against the 
dictum of the Republican Party of the ,United States. I can 
recall how in that time the Legislature of Massachusetts re
ported a resolution that did it infinite credit, a resolution that I 
would commend to the distinguished gentlemen who now repre
·sent that State in this body. 

I recall other instances as well. I can recall that in every 
case where the fight has been made by some individual in 
behalf of his Nation his name has been remembered in the 
annals of his country, while the individuals who responded to 
the party lash and to party regularity have never even had a 
jot or a tittle in the lines that have been written of the story 
of their times. 

Whether the Republican Party has in one instance or an
other said that we should enter the league or enter the court, 
I care not. In 1920 the Republican Party said, if I could un
derstand the language that was employed, we would not enter 
the league. I remember 31 gentlemen straining their con
sciences at that time and saying in substance to the people of 
the United States, "Elect Warren G. Harding President as the 
means by which we shall enter the league." I recall, I think, 
that among those 31 was a distinguished gentleman who has 
been quoted so copiously u~n both sides of this Chamber
Mr. Elihu Root. I can remember how night after night 
in that Presidential campaign I took a delight in answering 
those 31 gentlemen and denying what they said to the people of 
the United States of America in defiance of the Republican 
platform. Oh, if those great men could do that. then ffil.aller 
men who sit here may as well do likewise. Those 31 great 
men of the Republican Party, in defiance of the platform of 
the Republican Party, said to the Republicans and to the 
people of the United States the way by which we may enter 
the League of Nations- ! speak in sub tance only and in 
paraphrase-is by the election of Warren G. Harding as 
President of the United States. I said I did not believe it 
when they 8aid it, and I am very glad to say we are still out 
of the League of Nations, although, Mr. President, we are 
approaching dangerously close in going into the World Court. 

So much, sir, for the politics of this situation. It is not for 
us to trouble ourselves about that at all, but while upon it, 
becam~e it was so interesting to me, let me read the resolution 
which was reported by the Mas achnsetts Legislature when 
George F. Hoar was standing in the Senate of the United 
States in opposition to the President and in opposition to his 
party. 

Resolved by the Setwte a1td House of Representatives of the Ooll~
monwealth of Massachusetts irl Ge11eral Oom·t assembled, That Mus
sachu etts, ever loyal in sympathy and support .of the General Gov
ernment, continues her unabated confidence in her Senators, and . 
with a just pride in the eloquent and memorable words they have 
uttered, leaves them untrammelled in the exercise of an Independent 
and patriotic judgment upon the momentous questions presented for 
their consideration. 

0 that we had more legislatures of that sort to-day; and, 
oh, sir, that we had more Senators like George F. Hoar in this 
body! 

Here, sir, we come in this particular debate, if it be deemed 
appropriate, to a discussion more or less of the dangers of the 
court statute. I shall not, l\lr. President, in detail at this 
time attempt a close analysis of the statute of the court, nor 
of the league at all. Thei'e is, however, one part of the sub
ject concerning which a word may be quite appropriate. 

Sanctions are something which in our Constitutional Con
vention, away back in 1787, we determined never to be a :party 
to. Sanctions have something of a holy name, like "Inter
national World Court"; the word "sanctions" and the words 
"International World Court" rather go together. While it be 
true1 sir, that in the statute of the World Court there is no 
p·rovision whatever for sanctions, it is equally true that in the 
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League of Kations covenant there are ample provisions for 
just that thing. 

Sanctions, sir, mean something beyond the benevolence of the 
pronunciation of the words. Sanctions, sir, mean either starv
ing a people to death, starving them with a blockade, or 
whipping them with an army. Sanctions, sir, mean, after all, 
war, and sanctions, sir, may sometimes be put into operation, 
according to those who are best informed, to enforce the judg
ments of the International Court of Justice. 

It is quite true that we are not a part of the league; it is 
quite true, sir, that sanctions we could avoid perhaps-! say 
only" perhaps"; we could avoid them by standing aloof-but it 
is equally true, sir, that if two nations, members of the league, 
have a judgment submitted concerning them and that judgment 
is denied by the one or is in some fa hion resisted by the other, 
then the league, through its sanctions, may undertake the en
forcement of that judgment. Bear in mind, sir, that means 
war. So out of this ..beatific and ethereal, this beneficent and 
mystical in trument called the protocol of the International 
Court of Justice, it is possible, sir, that war may emerge, and 
it is not only possible, sir, but it is quite likely that it may in 
some instance emerge. 

But it is said, Mr. President, that we would not be a party to 
it. Legally, I admit it; but here are two nations of Europe, 
for instance, between whom there arises a controversy that 
threatens the peace of the world. Those two nations stand 
before the court; the court renders its decision. That means 
the-peace of the world, let us say, for when they come to con
sider the decision ultimately one nation may be recalcitrant, it 
may decline absolutely to be bound, and goes its way, in war 
or otherwise. Then it is that the league may act, and then it 
is for the purpose of the preservation of the peace of the 
world that sanctions may be applied by the League of Nations, 
sanctions by means of which either the people of the recalci
trant state shall be starved or shall be beaten into submission 
by cannon and by the shedding of blood. 

Then the United States of America, harbinger of peace on 
earth and the one great country with a moral obligation that 
is talked of so much, scoots across the sea and says, "The 
peace of the world being in danger we run and we are going 
to have nothing to do with it; we will not contribute to it 
in the slightest degree." Nonsense, sir; nonsense; we never 
would act in tbat way, and we would not want our Nation 
to act in that way. We would do our part; we would play 
our part exactly as America ever has played her part and has 
ever done her duty. Sanctions, sir, says Mr. Hudson, are in 
the e decisions. Sanctions, sir, says every individual familiar 
with the situation, are in these decisions. The Senator from 
Wisconsin [1\Ir. LEI\"'"ROOT] in an article which he published in 
the Nation, said: 

The League of Nations is a treaty or agreement between a large 
group of nations, and if they choose to enforce the judgments of this 
or any other court by sanctions, it is none of our affair. 

In the name of God, why are we going there, then, if it is 
none of our affair? If the peace of the world is threatened, 
if sanctions are demanded by a league to enforce that peace 
under the decision of a court of which we are a part, tell me 
that it is none of our affair. Whence came that doctrine to 
the United States of America, and how long would the people 
of the United States of America tolerate that doctrine? 

Mr. LEl\"'ROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. 
Mr. LEl\~OOT. Does the Senator think that we should 

now withdraw from The Hague Court of Arbitration for the 
reasons now suggested by the Senator from California? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not know what the Senator is talking 
about, 1\lr. President, and for that reason I do not intend to 
answer him. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. l\lr. President, will the Senator 
allow me to ask a question in reply? 

Mr. JOHKSON. Surely. 
l\1r. REED of Missouri. Does the Senator claim that The 

Hague Court of Arbitration. pretends to enforce its decrees by 
sanctions, by arms-that it has any such authority, or that it 
ever has undertaken to assert it? 

Mr. LENROOT. It has exactly the same authority that the 
Permanent Court of International Justice has. The sanctions 
that the Senator now refers to apply specifically to all awards, 
and therefore they apply to the court of arbitration at The 
Hague; and if the argument the Senator now makes is valid 
we should at once withdraw from The Hague court. 

l\!r. JOHNSON. Oh, no; I deny that statement, sir. I 
deny it. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Of course they do not apply to 
The Hague court. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not intend to enter into a controversy 
with the Senator from Wisconsin on that point. I deny that 
the arbitration court of 'l~he Hague permits anything . of the 
sort. It does not do anything of the kind, sir. 

1\lr. LENROOT. .Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
further? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
further yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

l\Ir. JOHNSON. No; I will yield no further. I want to con
clude. The Senator will pardon me. I do not intend any im
politeness by not yielding to him, but I am very weary, and I 
want to finish if I can. 

I desire, Mr. President, to present to you upon this ques
tion of sanctions something that has been said by l\Ir. Hudson. 
I quote lfr. Hudson because ::\ir. Hudson, after all, is the out
standing character in the matter of the advocacy of the court 
and in the matter of the advocacy of the League of Kations. 

1\Ir. Hudson says: 
The sanctions ~bind the court are those containeu in the covenant, 

a.nd it any state should fail to abide by a decision, it will be for the 
council of the league (under article 13 of the covenant) to "propose 
what steps should be taken to give effect thereto." 

Now, sanctions are behind the court's decisions, according to 
what :Mr. Hudson says. Sanctions are behind the league pro
visions, we all know ; and that these sanctions would be em
ployed in case decisions should be rendered and there were 
recalcitrant states declining to carry out those decisions seems 
to me a matter which can not be doubted or questioned. To 
say to me that The llague tribunal has exactly the same sanc
tions is to say to me something that I can not for an instant 
believe. 

Mr. LENROOT. 1\lr. Pre ident, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOH~SON. I will yield for a question. 
Mr. LENROOT. I made no such statement. 
1\lr. JOHNSON. Then we do not differ. I am very glad. 
Mr. LE~"'ROOT. I said the permanent court had no more 

sanctions than The Hague tribunal, and the Senator will not 
dispute that. 

:Mr. JOH~SON. The permanent court has no more sanc-
tions than The Hague tribunal? 

l\lr. LENROOT. Yes. 
Mr. JOHNSON. The Hague tribunal has no sanctions. 
Mr. LlflNROOT. And neither has this court. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Yes; it has-yes; it has-yes; it has! It 

has the sanctions, as Mr. Hudson says, of the League of 
Nations behind it, and those sanctions may be starving a 
people or fighting a people into subjection ; and when gentle
men stand here and say that if sanctions be employed it is 
none of our affair, I take issue with that statement. It is 
our affair. If we are to do aught that i of value to the 
world, if we seek at all the peace of humanity, to say that we 
will go into a court, and when war is imminent, and when it is 
possible that there may be strife between nations, that we will 
stand aside and say it is none of our affair, is to put this 
Nation in a position that no American ought to wish for it 
at all. 

Mr. President, it was my intention to refer historically to 
much to-day and to some of the things that have gone before. 
I find that it is a matter of impossibility to continue at great 
length. I wish, however; sir, to say to our brethren upon 
this floor concerning what has transpired in this debate: 
Stop; pause for a moment; see whither you are going. Do 
you believe that you will stop short in this World CoUI't when 
once you have entered it, and that no farther will you go? 
Do you imagine for a second that you can play the part that 
has been mapped out upon this floor for this Nation, once 
you enter that World Court? It is as certain as a.nything can 
be that entry into the court will take us farther along the 
path. If you want to go along that path, go along it; that is 
all right; but if you do not wish to do it, do not pretend that 
you are entering upon another path altogether and another 
scene altogether. 

Mr. President, a century ago in this city this que::;tion was 
threshed out before the American people. A century ago in 
this city came the representative of the great Russian Czar. 
Came be for the purpose of taking the new young Republic 
iiito the Holy Alliance. Came he here with instructions to 
tell our people how the War of 1812 had demonstrated that no 
longer could America hold her position of aloofness in the 
world, but that any strife in the future meant that America 
would be involved. 

I read the arguments of gentlemen upon the other side ; I 
read those in the newspapers that are advocating this court; 
and I see that they are based upon the same premise, the same 
argument, to-day that the Russian Czar based his argument 
upon 100 years ago in asking us to join the Holy Alliance. 
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They say to us, Mr. President: "The World War has demon
sn·ated that you must take part in world affairs. The World 
War has shown that no longer can there be strife on earth 
but that you are a party to that strife." They say to us now.: 
" This war has demonstrated that you can not hold your posi
tion as you have held it in the past." That was said to us 
100 years ago. 

Oh, sirs, you upon this floor, read Doctor Cresson's li~tle 
work here on The Holy Alliance and the Monroe Doctrine. 
Read old John Quincy Adams's words, then. Read Monroe's 
utterances. Read of those who were our statesmen in that 
day, who then mapped out the course of the American Re
public that we have followed ever since. 

I want to keep out of this mess, Mr. President, not because 
I say that we are better than the people abroad at all. I do 
not assert it in any aspect. \\" e are different from those 
across the sea. We are different from them. Here we have 
a melting pot, Mr. President, that has not. yet melted. . Here, 
sir, we have different aspirations, different Ideas, and different 
governmental policies than those people across ~he sea: There, 
between those natjons, are shadowy boundaries which have 
been insufficient to stem the hatreds and the jealousies and 
the racial feuds of centuries. There, over across the sea, are 
united nationalities. Over -here is a polyglot people. Take 
us over there into this court and into this league, take U.3 
across the . ea into this maelstrom, and you not only have 
your difficulties there and your partisanships over there, but 
you bring upon us here the ills of the national groups that yet 
reside in the United States of America. It is because of that, 
for one reason, that I do not wish to dabble in that which 
we neither understand nor appreciate. It is because of that, 
for one reason, that I do not wish to go abroad and become a 
part of Europe's political life. 

Can you ~ tamp out nationalism abroad, 1\Ir. President? Not 
a bit of it! You can no more stamp out patriotism abroad 
than, thank God, you can stamp it out in some people at home. 
Patriotism there means nationality. Nationality there. means 
mm:h to them. They believe, across the sea, in more peoples, 
more lands. We want neither. We covet no more peoples, 
we ask no more lands. They believe in imperialism. We do 
not. We have a set of interests different from theirs. Why 
leave our soil to stand upon theirs? Over there they have one 
common purpose. Oh, face the realities, you gentlemen here! 
Do you not realize what the situation is? No man who comes 
out of Europe to-day but understands it and will tell it to 
you. No secret is expressed when I say, however they may 
snarl at one another across the sea and however they may 
make faces across their shadowy boundaries, there is a com
mon feeling with them all, a feeling of jealousy, distrust, 
suspicion, and hostility to the United States of America. 

All over Europe that ex:Ists. You can not deny it. When
ever a creditor presses his debtor, it results. Not only does it 
result in this in:tance from that source, but it results from 
many, many years and from manr, m~y incidents. A creditor 
nation pressing every other nation m Europe of power and 
of standing, and then we go into a court composed of judges 
from these very nations 1 

Nationalism you deny, in what terms you will, of this World 
Court. I ha\e no disposition to say aught of ill concerning it 
or any man in it. Imagine the Italian judge, however, sitting 
upon that court, rendering a decision against Italy and Mus
soHni, and then going back to Italy, Mr. President! National
jsm there, sir, obtains-nationalism of a degree that perhaps 
we little comprehend-and nationalism will persist to the 
dawn of the new era. 

In Europe since the war what do you observe? What is 
Europe since the war? What is it that has happened there 1 
Are minorities cared for and weak nations protected? Not a 
bit of it, sir! A military di·:!tator in Spain sets aside civiL 
power. In Greece a militarist sits in power, and his own sweet 
will is the measure of the law for the people of that territory. 
In Italy there is an absolutism such as modern times never 
before have seen. Into this, with the representatives of some 
of these nations upon the court, you would take Uncle Sam, 
the creditor nation of the earth, and submit him to the judg
ment, perhaps, in some instances, of his debtors! 

I ha-re heard of men in the past who were debtors submitting 
themselves to the judgment of their creditors. I never yet 
heard of a creditor-you may say it is an impossibility, but 
po. sibillties of every sort may arise, sir-I never yet knew a 
creditor who submitted himself to the judgment. of his debtors. 

Take the United States into the court, thence into the league. 
I speak of going into the court and going into the league as 
one and the same thing, for I firmly believe that one means 
the other and that ultimately j,n the league we will find our-
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selves embroiled in exactly that which we were warned against 
in the days of the old debate and that which we then escaped. 

Mr. President, I recognize the patriotism of the gentlemen 
on the other side of this Chamber. · I recognize that on this 
question it is no less fervid than my own. I recognize that 
they desire the right just as I desire the right. Oh, pray with 
me to the God of Hosts, the God who makes the fortunes of 
men and settles the destinies of nations, in thls hour of our 
need, to take the right road for the United States of America! 

Here we stand at the crossroads, Mr. President. Behind us 
is the illumined way that we have traveled for 140 years in the 
past. Behind us is this illumined way, every milestone marked 
by the blood of patriots and the wisdom of statesmen who 
have gone before. Ahead of us are the beckoning hands of 
those who guided our country's course along the road we have 
traveled these 140 years, traveled to our present eminence and 
our present greatness under the blessing. of God. Let us con
tinue upon that road in the days and the hours ahead of us. 

Mr . .M:oKTIXLEY. Mr. President, in my judgment the sober, 
second thought of the American people can always be trusted. 
Great and important questions should never be hastily deter
mined. It has been a little more than six years since the 
armistice was signed. During this period the interest in world 
peace has not lessened, but has increased from day to day. 

The necessity for some tribunal of international justice bas 
been accepted with increasing force since the day the armistice 
was signed. At this time all people in this country are inter
ested in and discussing this question. During the last five 
years this subject has been intensively studied and we may now 
feel that calm deliberation controls our thought. This inter
national question has received the best thought of the most 
able and patriotic men and women of the United States. 

It is important to dispel the erroneous impressions which 
sometimes appear to prevail concerning the so-called World 
Court. There is no opposition, in fact, to the establishment of 
a tribunal of justice to deal with international questions and 
with problems which might form the basis of controversy and 
terminate in actual conflict between nations. The only real 
difference of opinion that exists relates to the kind of a world 
court with which our country is willing to affiliate; or, stated 
differently, what reservations we must impose as a condition 
to our joining the other nations of the world in the establish
ment of such a court. 

It is imp~rtant, therefore, to first consider the exact lan
guage of the resolution which is now pending for consideration 
before this body. It reads: 

Whereas the President, under date ot February 23, 1923, transmitted 
a message to the Senate accompanied by a letter from the Secretary 
of State, dated February 17, 1923, asking the favorable advice and 
consent of the Senate to the adhesion on the part of the United States 
to the protocol of December 16, 1920, of signature of the statute for 
the Permanent Court of International Justice, set out in the said mes
sage of the President (without accepting or agreeing to the optional 
clause for compulsory jurisdiction contained therein), upon the condi
tions and understandings hereafter stated, to be made a part of the 
instrument of adhesion : Therefore be it 

Resolved ( t-wo-tllird.s of the Senators pt·esent concur·ring), That the 
Senate advise and consent to the udhe ion on the part of the United 
States to the said protocol of December 16, 1920, and the adjoined 
statute for the Permanent Court of International Justice (without 
accepting or agreeing to the optional clause tor compulsory jurisdic
tion contained in said statute), and that the signature of the United 
States be affixed to the said protocol, subject to the following reserva
tions and understandings, which are hereby made a part and condition 
of this re olution, namely : 

1. That such adhesion shall not be taken to involve any legal rela
tion on the part of the United States to the League of Nations or the . 
assumption of any obligations by the United States under the covenant 
of the League of Nations constituting part 1 of the treaty of Ver
sailles. 

2. That the United States shall be permitted to participate through 
representatives designated for the purpose and upon an equality with 
the other States, members, respectively, of the Council and Assembly 
of the League of Nations, in any and all proceedings of either the 
council or the assembly for the election oi judges or deputy judges of 
the Permanent Court of International Justice or for the filling ot 
vacancies. 

J. That the united States wlll pay a fair share of the expenses of 
the court as determined and appropriated from time to time by the 
Congress of the Dnited States. 

4. That the statute for the Permanent Court of Intel'Dational Justice 
adjoined to the protocol shall not be amended without the consent ot 
the United States. 

5. That the United States shall be in no manner bound by any 
advisory opinion o! the Permanent Court of International Justice not 

( 
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rendered pursuant to a request in which it, tbe United States, shall 
xpressly join in accordance with the statute for the said court nd

joined to the protocol of signature of the same to which the United 
States shall become signatory. 

The signature of the United States to the said protocol shall not be 
affixed until the powers signatory to such protocol shall have indicated, 
through a:n exchange of notes, their acceptance of the foregoing reserva
tions and understandings as a part and a condition of adhesion by the 
United States to the said protocol. 

A world court tribunal was formally indorsed by the Re
publican Party at its national convention in Cleveland in 1924. 
The party platform provides, however, that affiliation with such 
a tribunal should be made only upon the conditions embodied 
in the following reservations : 

First. That by supporting the court we do not assume any 
obligations under the league. 

Second. That we participate upon an equality with other 
States in the election of judges. 

Third. That the Congress shall determine what part of the 
expenses we shall bear. 

Fourth. That the statute cr·eating the court shall not be 
amended without our consent. 

President Coolidge in his message to the present Congress 
suggested the adoption of the foregoing reserYations, and as a 
further safeguard President Coolidge suggested the following 
additional condition and re ervation: 

That we are not to be bound by advisory opinions rendered without 
our consent. 

As a Republican, therefore, I have the formal declaration of 
the party platform expressing the conditions upon which this 
resolution be adopted. With the declaration of my party and 
the suggestions of the President of the United States, elected 
upon that platform by a majority of 7,000,000, I am in entire 
llarmony and accord. The additional reservation suggested 
by President Coolidge, in my judgment, removes any objectiOJl 
which might remain to the action of this Government in joi,n
ing with the other civilized nations of the world in creating a 
world tribunal to promote peace. 

The distinguished Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoRAH] proposes 
the following reservations as the conditions under which the 
re. ·olution before us be adopted: 

First. That the league impose no new duties on the court 
unless tlle statute itself is amended and this action ratified by 
erery power signatory to the protocol. 

Second. That adherence of the United States to the statub 
is conditioned on the understanding that no force or economic 
Sil_nction shall at any time be employed to enforce the court's 
decrees or opinions. 

Third. That American adherence be conditioned further on 
the understanding that no section of the statute shall ever be 
construed as to require the United States to uepart from its 
traditional policy of not entangling itself with Europe's 
IJOliticnl questions, nor shall anything in the statute be con
strued as to imply relinquishment by the United States of its 
traditional attitude toward purely AIDPrican questions. 

It will be seen that ·there is no startling or irreconcilable 
conflict between the re ervations suggested in the platform of 
the Republican Party and by President Coolidge, and those 
proposed by the Senator from Idaho [1\lr. BoRAH]. It is more 
a difference in language than in spirit. In both cases the 
re.:erYations are proposed to prevent our becoming involved in 
entangling political alliances in Europe, and to preserve our 
own right to independent action against European interference 
in our affairs. 

Our form of government compels the ultimate compromise of 
opinion upon mere form, in order to reach the substance, upon 
any great question. The differences here are more in form 
than substance. Yet the Senator from Idaho [Mr. BolllH] is 
by the press often quoted as being opposed to the principle of 
the organization of any international tt·ibunal to promote 
world peace. In that regard he is, of cour e, mi quoted. We 
are all actuated by the same purpose, and are striving to 
attain the same ultimate end. We want to preserve our own 
right of independent action, and yet we are not willing to lend 
our moral support to any great tribunal for world peace. 

For myself, I am constrained to follow the mandate of my 
party platform and the leadersWp of President Coolidge, 
rather than undertake to suggest in some modified language 
another method of reaching the same end. The platform of 
the Republican Party, with the additional safeguard proposed 
in the additional reservation suggested by Pre ident Coolidge 
in his annual message, which I have heretofore quoted, appeal 
to me as proper guidance in the discharge of my duty and the 
recording of my vote in this body upon the proposition of 
creating a tribunal to promote peace in the world. 

While we must here register our personal views and convic
tions, yet mindful of the value of the deliberate opinion of the 
people of the country, expressed after due deliberation and 
upon sober second thought, I deem it appropriate to here call 
attention to the expressions of approval by various grOliPS of 
our citizens, and by men recognized as safe and sound l£aders 
of public thought. The groups and organizations that have 
spoken on this subject in this country may be roughly divided 
into three classes. 

First I would mention those of a religious character as 
expres ing the thought of various groups of religious thought. 
Practically every religious denomination, through their respec
tive governing bodies, have voiced their approval in formal 
communications to the Committee on Foreign Affairs ; all of 
them have urged our entrance into a world tribunal to promote 
peace. 

The Northern Baptist Convention, which comprises a mem
bership of about a million and a quarter people, presented to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs this resolution: 

Resolt·ed, That we urge the administration at Washington to etl'ect 
such international agreement as shall enable us• to put the strength 
of our wisdom and experience at the service of humanity. 

The resolution further expre sed approval of the efforts 
made by the President in urging our joining a world court. 

The National Council of the Episcopal Church submitted to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs a resolution adopted by that 
body, the language of which is: 

Be it resolved, That this council indorses the recommendation of 
our late President that the United States become a constituent of the 
World Court under the reservations suggested by him; and 

Resolved further, That this council urges on all members of the 
church the duty of prayer for this great step for world peace, of study, 
and of action in its behalf. 

Dr. Sidney L. Gulick pre ented the following memorial to the 
United States Senate : 

Resolved, That the executive committee of the Federal Council of 
the Churches of Christ in America, in annual meeting assembled, 
hereby reaffirms the action of the officers of the Federal council in 
expressing to President Coolidge, on behalf of the churches, apprecia· 
tion of his advocacy in his message to the Senate on December 6, 1!>23, 
of American membership in the Permanent Court of International 
Justice. 

We warmly indorse the declarations of the late President Harding 
and of _ President Coolidge that this matter is not a partisan issue. 
It should not, we believe, be made one. We respectfully convey to 
the President and to the Senate of the "'C'nited States the earnest desire 
of the constituency of this council that the Senate take speedy and 
favorable action on the recommendation of the President. 

The Rev. Dr. Arthur J. Brown, as the representatfye of the 
Presbyterian Board of !lis ions, personally appeared before 
the committee in support of this measure. 

Dr. Samuel A. Chester appeared, representing the Soutllern 
Presbyterian Church. 

Dr. Jason Noble Pierce represented the Congregational 
Churches and presented their resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the National Council of Congre~ 
gational Churches that our Nation should arise above political partisan· 
ship in its international relation, and that the world situation demands 
that America proceed at once to enter into the World Court, which was 
urged upon the people as a present opportunity and duty by Presi· 
dent Harding ln his last journey. 

Also appeared before the committee Mr. J. Henry Scattt>r
good, representing the Society of Friends; also Rabbi Abram 
Simon, representing the Cenh·al Conference of American 
Rabbis. These and many others, representative of the religious 
thought of the country, urged upon the committee favorable 
action upon the resolution unde1· consideration. 

Among the additional religious groups who have urged fayor-
able action on this resolution are--

Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Diocese of Pennsylvania. 
The Union Ministers' Meeting. 
American Unitarian Association. 
National Board of Young Women's Christian Association. 
United Society for· Christian Endeavor. 
Baptist World Alliance. 
World Christian Citizens' Conference. 
International Missionary Union. 
Women's Missienary Union of Friends in America. 
The Methodist Episcopal Clergy Annual Conference Church Peace 

Union {a semilay organization). 

Next I would call attention to groups which may be more 
propertly termed secular in character. From the following 
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groups of this character representatives appeared before the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs : 

The National Chamber of Commerce. 
American Federation of Labor. 
American Bar Association. 
National Association of Credit l\Ien. 
National League of Women Voters. 
American Association of University Women. 
The National Federation of Business and Professional Women's Clubs. 
National Council of Women. 
World Peace Foundation. 
American Federation of Teachers. 
National Service Star Legion. 
National Council of Jewish Women. 
Girls' Friendly Society of America. 
National Congress of Mothers and Parent Teachers' Association. 
All Nations' Association. 
Women's International League for Peace and Freedom. 
New York Council for International Cooperation to Prevent War. 
Associa tion to Abolish War. 

The foregoing are representative and typical of the solemn 
and considerate thought of outstanding groups among our 
people upon this subject. 

Perhaps we may not indorse all that bas been said by indi
vidual men and women or by organizations in fayor of interna
tional affiliations. I, myself, can not go as far as many of our 
great educational leaders and representative groups have gone 
by way of encouragement toward affiliations that might lead 
to entangling alliances; I can not indorse all they have said 
about our entering into active participation in world affairs. 
Certainly I can not agree with those who would have us be
come involved in world politics. 

However, considel!ation should be given to the declarations 
of students of history; their opinions should be received, and in 
so far as they give promise of practical application in our 
desire to provide some method of promoting peace, we may well 
profit by their suggestions. 

Among the outstanding leaders of thought advocating a so
called world court we can mention with confidence such men 
as former Presidents Roosevelt, Taft, Wilson, and Harding. 
To these I would add such men as Elihu Root and Charles E. 
Hughes. 

Even with the support and indorsement of the men and 
women, and groups of men and women above enumerated, I 
would still be hesitant to unqualifiedly assert that the sober 
second thought of our people is settled in favor of this reso-
~~a -

But there exists in this country a third group of citizens, to 
whose voice upon this subject we have no right to turn a deaf 
ear; rather, we should eagerly and unhesitatingly accept their 
verdict as sound and of controlling importance. I refer to 
that group of our citizens '\'\'ho were willing to die for their 
country and who offered themselves as willing to make the 
supreme sacrifice to save civilization. 

Four millions of the flower of our land cheerfully responded 
in the great crisis of the World War. These men, having ex
perienced the horrors of war, fully realize the importance of 
the preservation of peace. Nobody can assert that they could 
be influenced by any false ideas concerning foreign entangle
ments. Their verdict and judgment may be most safely relied 
upon as purely patriotic. They are led by no false ideals; they 
cherish no foolish antagonisms ; they simply speak from experi
ence. 

The American Legion at their convention in Omaha last 
October adopted a resolution urging-
the immediate adherence by the United States to a permanent court 
ot international justice. 

The Legion did not stop with this simple declaration, but by 
formal resolution declared: 

This should be the chief objective of Legion peace activities and 
e\ery influence and power of the Legion should be exerted to press the 
mattel' to a favorable vote in the United States Senate at the earliest 
practicable date. 

Fortified, therefore, by the expressed opinion of the great 
religious groups in America and of the most prominent secular 
organizations, some of which I have before enumerated, when 
the American Legion, as the representative of the patriotic 
spirit of the country, speaking seven years after the armistice, 
names as the chief objective of their peace activities the use of 
their influence with this body to secure a favorable vote to 
promote peace, by the adoption of the resolution now under 
consideration with these essential reservations, I am moved to 
agreement with their sober and considerate judgment. 

Mr. REED of Missoul'i. 1\Ir. President, will the Senator 
yield for a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ·Does the Senator from -Illi
nois yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield. 
Mr. REED of Missouri. Does the Senator claim that this 

resolution represents the sentiment of the American Legion? 
Does he not know, as a matter o'f fact, that Legion post after 
Legion post have protested against our adherence to this 
World Court? 

1\Ir. 1\IoKINLEY. I do not know. I have quoted the reso
lution passed in their natio.nal convention. 

1\Ir. REED of Missouri. I happen to know that. 
Mr. MoKII\'LEY. :Mr. President, if a fear be entertained 

that the United States may become involved in European 
h·oubles, surely the speech delivered by our Secretary of State 
in New York on December 14, voicing the sentiments of Presi
dent Coolidge, should dispel their misgivings. At that time 
he declared that it has been the settled policy of the United 
States not to interfere in purely European questions, and we 
here protect and preserve our American doctrine that the Euro
pean nations shall not interfere in our affairs. 

Secretary Kellogg said in the address referred to: 
We shall go to the very limit of reasonable cooperation for all legiti

mate purposes, but we will not commit ourselves to the European 
system of alliances and counteralliances to maintain the balance of 
power upon that continent 

In conclusion, I am moved to suggest the fact that in cen
turies past most wars have developed from the ambitions and 
antagonisms of czars and emperors, whose power over their 
subjects enabled them to declare war. The World War has 
eliminated all czars and emperors, and particularly in western 
Europe, in the countries with which the United States is in 
close touch, the people are in control of their governments, and 
can dictate a warlike or a peaceful policy. The people 1n these 
countries are weary of war. This is evidenced particularly by 
their prompt acceptance of the Dawes plan and of the recently 
signed Locarno pact. 

Europe needs our moral support. There were some of our 
citizens who feared the consequences of sending to the war
ridden nations of Europe the services of an unofficial commis
sion, voluntal'ily tendered, to render possible aid in the solu
tion of their economic problems. 'Ve all remember bow eagerly 
they accepted the judgment and suggestions of this unbiased 
and disinterested commission from the United States. Being 
satisfied of our fairness and lack of prejudice, and with the 
sincerity of our motives to lend our moral support to the estab
lishment of sound economic policies, the Dawes plan was 
promptly accepted, and is to-day acclaimed one of the triumphs 
of American statesmanship and diplomacy. 

The Locarno pact is no theoretical proposition, but is an 
agreement entered into by the five great nations of Europe ; 
those nations at this time have the ability to enforce their 
wishes. It should be remembered that 50 years ago there were 
two similar agreements, one entered into by Germany, Italy, 
and Austria and the other included the nations of France, 
England, and Russia. Austria has been dismembered and does 
not count; the conditions in Russia appear to be chaotic ; but 
the other four nations who were in the agreement of 50 years 
ago, arrayed on opposite sides and in antagonistic groups, are 
now combined into an agreement to maintain world peace, and 
for a considerable period I think they will do so. 

Just as Europe asked our moral support, which brought 
about the adoption of the Dawes plan, so now they are asking 
our moral support in the proposition for a so-called world court 
tp promote peace. 

With the Coolidge reservations, such a court of peace will 
involve America in no entangling alliances. In a word, to sum 
it all up, the World Court can do America no harm, and may 
do the world some good. It is not a contract, but rather a 
peaceful gesture. It is not an entangling alliance, but a 
friendly cooperation. It is just a step in the right direction. 

It is the duty of A.me1·ica to do what it can to preserve the 
peace of the world. Sure1y no civilized people can refuse to 
help. If peace reigns in Europe, if business there returns to 
normal, if their purchasing power is regained, then our Ameri
can sUI·plus of corn, cotton, wheat, and manufactured products 
will find a growing market. 

The World Court resolution as now proposed bas been 
amended in every way to protect American independence in the 
consideration of purely American questions; in the selection 
of judges, in the payment of expense, in the equality of votes, 
in the submission of disputes, in the matter of foreign questions 
in which America would have no place and no interest. AU 
these matters have been given attention. 
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There is nothing to fear ! ';['here is nothing to lose ! And 

perhaps permanent world peace to gain ! 
From every standpoint of 'both cold business and warm hu

manitarian interest the American Republic should take its 
place in this new movement and this new hope for " Peace on 
earth, good will to men." 

::Ur. HEFLIN. 1\Ir. President, the human race is indebted to 
the great men who have worked here. The men of vision, the 
men who have wrought well in their day and generation are 
entitled to our esteem and reverence. I have in mind one of 
the greatest President that the United States has ever had. 
I refer to ·woodrow Wilson. Upon two occasions recently 1 
have heard the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BLEASE] 
attack and criticize him. At the same time he eulogized Mr. 
Lodge. He praised Mr. Lodge for helping to defeat the League 
of Nations. The Senator from South Carolina evidently did 
not know that Mr. Lodge favored a league of nations or a 
world court of some kind. In a speech made in the State of 
Massachusetts in 1915 Mr. Lodge used this language: 

If we have reached the limit of voluntary arbitration what is the 
next step? I think the next step is that which this league proposes, 
and that is to put force behind international peace. We may not 
solve it in that way, but if we con not solve it in that way it can be 
solved in no other way. 

The former Senator fi·om Massachusetts opposed the League 
of Nations. He probably did more than any other one man to 
defeat it. The former Senator from Massachusetts changed 
his position entirely, as the record will show and as the debates 
here upon the League of Nations will show. The former 
Senator from Massachusetts, just three years before the 
League of Nations treaty was defeated, favored a league 
backed by force and he favored this Government being a mem
ber of such a league. 

The Senator from South Carolina in his attack upon Presi
dent Wilson, rather contrasting him with Mr. Lodge, praised 
Mr. Lodge exceedingly. I served with Senator Lodge in this 
body. He was a very cultured and scholarly man. He was 
a very cold man. He was a man who had no very warm friend
ships. I always had the impression, as others had, that he was 
exceedingly jealous of Pre ·ident Wilson, envious of his scholar
ship, of his learning, of his masterly manner of presenting ques
tions in which be was interested, and of the intellectual supe
riority that people generally recognize in him over most of his 
fellows. 

Upon a former occasion a Senator who served in this body 
who is not now here criticized President Wilson .severely, and 
I tated upon the floor of the Senate at that time that I would 
not permit anybody to assault 1.mjustly this great man, who 
could not be here to speak for himself, without replying to such 
an attack. 

The Senator from South Carolina entered into a eulogy upon 
Senator Lodge while he was attacking in the same b1·eath the 
martyred PI"esident of the United States. While he was prais
ing Senator Lodge I could but think of and contrast the 
service of the two to the South, to the section from which the 
Senator from South Carolina hails. One of them, the Senator 
fi"om Massachu. etts, when a Member of the Hou e, introducr>d 
a bill known as the force bill. The greatest filibuster in the 
history of this body wa conducted to defeat that bill, and suc
ceeded in doing so. If that bill had been enacted into law, sol
diers would have gone to every polling place in the South-in 
South Carolina, in Alabama. At all the voting precincts · in 
the South they would have stood with their bayonets and they 
would have controlled the elections by force. They would have 
permitted negroes, drunk on their new-found freedom and led 
on by scala wags and carpetbaggers, to have overthrown the 
civilization of the South. All that was dear to us was at 
stake. And yet the Senator from South Carolina has eulogized 
1\-Ir. Lodge as one of the greatest Americans and bas criticized 
and condemned Pre ident Wilson. 

What did Pre ident Wilson do for the South? Born in Vir
ginia, in the first place, be placed in his Cabinet four southern 
men when he was President. He did all that he could to 
relieve that people, not yet recovered entirely fr'om the evil effects 
of the war of 1860 and the reign of the carpetbagger and the 
scalawag, always encouraging and trying to help us up and 
relieve us of the burdens that long rested upon us. I was 
utterly astounded at the speech of the Senator from South 
Carolina when he attacked this great man and eulogized the 
man who undertook during his service at this Capital, by one 
of the most dangerous outstanding acts in his career, to wipe 
out and destroy the Anglo-Saxon civilization of the South. 

I refer to these things because they are matters of record, 
and I want the record to remain straight. The Senator from 
South Carolina is entitled to his opinion about President 

Wilson, but when be comes into this body and undertake to 
express that opinion somebody is going to reply to him, if I 
have to do it myself. 

In contrast with what this Senator, who claims to be a Demo
crat from South Carolina, bas said about Mr. Wilson, I want 
to read what the present President of the United States said 
about this great man when be went to his last sleep: 

As President ot the United States he was moved by an earnest de
sire to promote the best interests of the country as he conceived 
them. His acts were prompted by high motives and his sincerity of 
purpose can not be questioned. He led the Nation through the terrific 
struggle of the World War with a lofty idealism which never failed 
him. He gave utterance to the aspirations of humanity with an elo
quence which held the attention of all the earth and made America 
a new and enlarged influence in the destiny of mankind. 

I submit that statement against the attacks of the Senator 
from South Carolina. That statement was made by Cahin 
Coolidge. 

I bold in my hand the address delh·ered at the memorial 
exercises in the House by Doctor Alderman, of Virginia, an
other southerner. I prefer to quote him and to read what be 
has to say than to listen to the attacks of the Senator from 
South Carolina upon this great man. He quoted Pre ident 
Wilson: 

Wbat a man ought never to forget with regard to a college-

He once said at Swarthmore-
is that it is a nursery of honor and principle. 

Then he said of President Wilson when president of Prince-
ton: 

He inaugurated new principles of educational contact, which now 
lie at the core of the . development, not alone of his own university 
but of all the institutions of liberal culture in his country. 

It seems that this man of very high culture and broad learn
ing differs very much with the Senator from South Carolina in 
his opinion of this great scholar and statesman. Proceeding 
in his speech Doctor Alderman said : 

Woodrow Wllson had the impulse to write as well as to talk and 
became a writer of eminence fit to claim a place in the literature of 
his country along with Jefferson, Madison, Lincoln, and Roosevelt. 

Does a man of that character de. erve the attack made upon 
him which was made by the Senator from South Carolina? 

Doctor Alderman quotes Mr. Wilson again. Mr. Wilson 
said: · 

It is not knowledge that moves the world, but ideals, convictions, the 
opinions or fancies that have been held or followed; and whoever 
studies humanity ought to study 1t alive, practice the vivisection ot 
reading Uteratnre, ~d acquaint himself with something more than 
anatomies which are no longer in use by spirits. 

I commend that to the Senators who are harking back to 
things of a hundred years ago and more, and who seem to 
have no vision of the present, or of the things that are to 
come. Again, Doctor Alderman compliments Mr. Wilson: 

I can not, at this time and place, attempt even to enumerate the 
legislative measures which, under his leadership, went forward in the 
Sixty-third Congress; but I venture to claim that no such well thought 
out program of financial, social, and industrial reform, no such in
spiring spectacle of governmental efficiency and concentrated energy, 
no such display of fearless devotion to public intere ts, moving high 
above the plane of partisan advantage or of private gain, bus b\'en 
spread before the eyes of this generation as is afforded by the list 
of enduring enactments which crowned the acces ion to power of 
Woodrow Wilson. 

T4ere is quite a difference of opinion between these two dis
tingui hed southerners. Referring to Mr. Wilson, at about 
the time when the war was nearing the clo e, Doctor A.l<.ler
man said: 

Still preoccupied with the thought of lasting peace, Mr. WilRon 
appeared before the Congress in the early winter of 1918, at the 
darkest moment of the allied fortunes, a'nd formulated 14 points 
of peace. These generalizations were almost revolutionary in their 
cope and idealism and ultimately formed the general basis of the 

peace to be drafted ; but they carried, too, a political ncl.roitness 
aiming directly at putting an end to the fighting. They .Planted new 
seeds of aspiration and new hopes of justice between nations in tlle 
minds of men; and it is not easy to ostracize su<'h itleas. Its timeli
ness, l!.S well as its strength, gives to tl1is document a place among 
the great charters which have marked the progre .. of mankind. 

I commend these statements to the Senator from South 
Carolina. 
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This p!lper, and the complimentary addresses following it, aimed at 

nothing less than to endow the broken and weary nations with a 
nPW order and a new life. Desperate peoples for an hour looked 
into the shining face of Hope, and had sight of an old heaven and a 
new earth arising out of horror but ennobled by the self-sacrifice of 
million.:~. In But·ke's vivid phrase, be was now the Lord of the 
Ascendant; his speeches had the strength of battalions along the 
front of battle ; his voice was the voice of free peoples; and all over 
the earth, in the great capitals, among the tribes of the desert, in 
the i lands of the sea, men felt the molding of his thought and sensed 
the grand£>ur of his aims. 

I submit that a man of that character should not be at
tacked by anybody in this body, much less by one who hails 
from the section of the country that gave ::\Ir. "'Wilson bil:th. 
Doctor Alderman goes on to say: 

The genius of tbe Arlll'Y and • 'avy displayed itself in war. The 
genius of the Pr£>sid<'n t truck down the enemy morale and laid the 
foundation of peace. 

That is literally tl'ue, ~Ir. President, as all of us who knew 
this man and knew what he was doing during the war know. 
Doctor Alderman refers here to language used by President 
Roosevelt: 

In HllO, in his Nobel lecture, Theodore lloosevelt Wmself said: 
. " It would be a master stroke if those great powers honestly bent 

on P<'nce would form a league of peace not only to keep the peace 
among themselves but to prevent, by for:ce if necessary, its being 
broken uy others. The man or statesman who should bring about 
such a condition V':ould have earned his place in history for all tim a 
and his title to the gratitude of all mankind."' ~ 

The then Senator from l\Ia~:achusetts, l\Ir. 'Lodge, favored 
sneh a couve a ~Ir. Wilson was pursuing; l\Ir. Roosevelt 
favored such a course; he pointed it out before ~Ir. ·wilson 
bec.'lme President, and told how the world should be grateful 
to a man who would lead the way to universal peace; but the 
Senator from South Carolina criticizes and condemns Presi
dent Wil:::on for trying to bring about universal peace. Again 
Dodot· ~<llclerman says, referring to 1\lr. Wilson's tour of the 
We~t. when the League of Nations was before the Senate for 
consideration: 

Tllere is no seriel" of political speeches, made under circumstances 
of such strain, in our annals attaining a higher level of oratory and 
exposition. He was forewarned, as he fared f()rth, that his life might 
be the forfeit of his enterpri~. He replied, " I would forfeit my life 
to attain tbe end I seek,"' and he meant it; for he was incapable of 
melodramuttc pose, and the consecration of that statement runs like 
a thrend of gold through the su. ta.ined appeal. 

Mr. President, that statement is not overdrawn. President 
Wilson was a man of that character, of that heroic mold that 
if he believed in anything that affected mankind be believed 
in it ·o strongly tllat he would be willing to die for his con
yictions. That is more than I can say of a good many public 
men that I have known in my day and generation. Doctor 
Alderman continues: 

Woodrow Wilson fell stricken as if in battle at Pueblo, Colo., on 
Septcmbet· 25, 1919, and came horne shorn of his unmatched strengtb 
to per.:- uade and move tbe hearts of his countrymen. 

• • • • • * 
Th£> last words poken to the people at Pueblo by the President 

were tl.Jese: " -ow that the mists of this great question have cleared 
away, I believe that men will see the truth, eye to eye and face to 
face. There is one thing that the .American people always rlae to and 
extend their hand to, and thut is the truth of justice, liberty, anu 
peace. We have accepted that truth, and it is going to le!ld us, and 
through us the world out into pastures of quietness and peace such 
as this world never dreamed of before." 

What a glorious vLc;ion, l\Ir. Pre~ident, for any man, be h~ 
Repnl>lican or Democrat, who is striving for the day when out 
of the clash of arms and the iron storm of war shall come 
peace universal! But this man is criticized by. the Senator 
from South Carolina because of his activities even in the 
World War and especially because of his activities to clinch 
the result of the World ·war, nnd after helping to put war 
down to provide some way to keep war down. 

Doctor Aldermun continues: 
rosterit~· will be eager to have knowledge of the personality and 

the SJlient qualities of a statesman set apart to play such a role in 
the world's affairs. I shall picture him as I knew him-not the 
Wilson whom mankind will remember as the stern war leader of a 
mighty nation, but another Wilson, known to me--a Wilson of 
sprightliness and humor antl handsome courtesy, of kindly counte
nance aud fascinating conversation, with power to "beguile yo1.1 into 
being iuformed be.rond your worth and wi. e beyond your birthright."' 

I commend that to my friend from South Carolina. 
Woodrow Wilson was a deeply religious . man. M:en who do not 

understand the religious spirit need not even try to understand him. 

I wonder if the Senator from South Carolina was in mind 
when that sentence was uttered. 

No man in supreme power in any nation's life, since Gladstone-, was 
so profoundly penetrated by the Christian faith. He was sturdily 
and mystically Christian. lie took God Almighty in earnest as the 
Supreme Reality, and he carried Ilim into his borne and · saw His 
immanence and guidance in private and public life. He had the 
habit of prayer, and he read and reread the English Bible. Through 
all his spet'ches flamed the glory of an insistent bellef that morality 
and politics should march hand in hand. Many of his tendencies, 
perhaps the most of them that occasioned debate and censure, sprang 
from his pragmatic belief in God. 

• • • • • • 
Wilson could be, and sometimes was, aloof and unrelenting to this 

or that friend or foe; but mankind, in the mass, never failed to 
soften his spirit and awaken his emotions. He would have gone to 
the stake to protect mankind, as a whole, from tyranny and in
justice. · 

Mr. President, he sened his day and generation well, but 
he is gone. Dead because of the fight that he made to pro
mote peace and prevent war. I do not inte-nd that anybody 
shall assail him so long as I am a Member of this body with
out rising and saying something in his behalf. Not that he 
needs any defense from me or from anyone else, but I ju..,t 
want the people who read the REConu which goes out of this 
body to see that we reverence and love Woodrow ·wnson here. 
The Senator from Iowa [l\Ir. BROOKHART], a Republican, the 
very day before the Senator from South Carolina attacked 
him, paid him a tribute in this body. I wanted the RECor.o 
to show just what the situation is here as to the regard in 
which the memory of Woodrow Wilson is held. 

1\Ir. President, the Senator from California [~Ir. JoHNSON] 
made a very sh·ong speech for his side of this proposition. If 
he understands this queRtion, and if he has properly presented 
it, there is nothing to the position of the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Bo&.AH]. The Senator from Idaho bas argued here for 
hours that this court can drag us in and· take jurisdiction 
over us, and the Senator from California holds that the com·t 
has no power to take us in or to exercise jurisdiction over 
us unless we consent. That is my position, so the Senator 
from California and I are agreed. It is simply a place where 
nations can go who want to arbitrate their differences. One 
side cnn go to it and a. k to have a matter arbitrated, and the 

· comt would simply say, "Is the other side willing?" "I do not 
think so." "Then we have no jm·isdiction over the matter." 

Did you ever hear of a case being arl>itrated in a com
munity-and they are beill'g arbitrated throughout the coun
try to-day by the hundreds and the thousand ·-except where 
both parties agreed to it? Certainly not. Both sides come up 
to the arbitration board agreed on, and both sides agree to sub
mit tlleir cause, and to be bound by the judgment that is ren
dered. We are doing that in common practice throughout the 
United States to-day, and have done it since we have been in 
existence as a nation. Are we quarreling with the World 
Court because it is putting into practice things that we origi- ' 
nated, that we have had in practice here since the Government 
was organized? 

'·Well, but," they say, "it is not any account, then, if it 
bas no power." Mr. President, it is. Any place created and 
kept in existence to watch the operation of the nations of the 
earth, to wateh nations contriving to start a war that will 
involve, perhaps, the whole world, to cry out against it, to 
cau. e publicity to be given and let the world begin to use it!:! 
influence, not after they are out fighting but before hostilities 
begin, in order to prevent fighting, is a mighty good inter
national institution to llave. 

The Senator from California desclibed how Democrats would 
laugh when they got this thing over. Why, this World Court 
is not altogether what I want. · I am frank to say that I am 
not entirely satisfied with it; but it is the only thing that is 
submitted to us. It is the best thing in sight, and a Republican 
President has recommended it in three of his meF:sages. 

I want to read to the Senator from California [Mr . .JorrN
so~] what. ~Ir. Coolidge, the Republican President, says: 

Our foreign policy has always been guided by two principles. The 
one is the avoidance of permanent political alliances which would 
sacrifice our proper independ~nce. The other is the peaceful settle
ment of controversies between nations. By example and by treaty 
we have advocated arbitration. For nearly 25 years we have been a 
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member of The Hague Tribunal, and have long sought the creation of 
a permanent world court. of justice. I am in full accord with both 
of these policies. 

That ls what President Coolidge said in 1923. Here is what 
he said in 1924. He is still following that up. He is the 
President of the party of the Senator from California: 

America has been one of the foremost nations in advoca tlng 
tribunals for the settlement of international disputes of a justiciable 
character. Our representatives took a leading part in those confer
ences which resulted in the establishment of The Hague tribunal and 
later in providing for a Permanent C<lurt of International Justice. 
I believe it would be for the advantage of this country and helpful 
to the stability of other nations for us to adhere to the protocol 
establishing that court upon the conditions stated in the re.com
mendation which is now before the Senate, and further, that our 
country shall not be bound by advisory opinions which may be 
rendered by the court upon questions which we have not voluntarily 
submitted for tts judgment. This court would provide a. practical 
and convenient tribunal before which we could go voluntarily, but 
to which we could not be summoned, for a determination of justiciable 
questions when they fail to be resolved by diplomatic negotiations. 

Mr. President, I have to take a choice here between the 
Senator from California and the gentleman selected by the 
whole people of the United States to be President of my coun
try. He is charged as Chief Executive with the responsibility 
of looking after the affairs of the Government, and while he 
belongs to another party he is President of the United States, 
and he has certainly informed himself upon this great ques
tion. He comes here and says that this is the kind of a court 
he wants, and the Senator from California says that what the 
President says about the court is true; that they can not 
bring us to it, but that we can go to it if we so desire. 

llr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (1\Ir. lJ'ESs in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Mis
souri? 

Mr. HEFLI~. I yield to the Senator. 
l\lr. REED of Missouri. Would the Senator be willing to 

go into the court if he were convinced that it did have a 
jurisdiction to decide cases which concerned the United State , 
and to do so without our consent? 

.Mr. HEFLIN. I would vote for a reservation to prevent 
that, and I am going to <lo so. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. No; but the que ~tion is this: The 
Senator states that he js for the court because it has no 
jurisdiction except that to which we voluntarily assent. I 
am asking the Senator if he would be willing to go into the 
court if he were convinced that the court <loes ha"Ve or can 
obtain a jurisdiction to decide ca es which concern the United 
~tate , and to <lo . o without our consent? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I hold that the court can not do that now; 
but I am going to vote for a reservation offered by the Senator 
from Virginia [l\lr. Sw.ANBON], which will be adopted, which 
specifically provi<les that this court shall have no jurisdiction 
o"Ver any case in which the United States is interested unless 
this Government consents that it may do so. Furthermore, it 
was agreed yesterday in debate, as I under tood the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. BoRAH], that at any time that this court vio
lates the spirit of our entrance into it the Congress can pass 
an act withdrawing from it. Does the Senator agree to that? 

Mr. REED of Mi souri. No; I do not agree to it unless we 
make it part of the very terms of our entrance. That, how
ever, is not the question I am trying to get my friend to answer ; 
and I am asking this question in no captious way, as he cer
tainly knows. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I un<lerstand. I ha"Ve already answered the 
question in my own way. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not think the Senator has quite 
answere<l it. If the Senator were convinced that notwithstand
ing the reservations which may be adopted the court neverthe
less can obtain a jurisdiction which will enable it without our 
consent to decide que lions of importance to the United States 
would he be willing that the United States should then take 
membGrsbip upon the court? 

1\lr. HEFLIN. I deny that the com·t ever can have such 
authority. This court can not have any authority over us 
except the authority that we give it, so the Senator's question 
does not fit the situation at all. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. If the Senator will do me the favor 
of listening when I reach that part of my address-

Mr. HEFLIN. I shall be glad to do so. 
Mr. REED of Mis ouri. I do not think I will ask him to 

listen to all of it; but if he will listen to that part of it, I 
think I can absolutely demonstrate that the court as coristi-

futed h~s a jurisdiction to uecide questions of vital importance to 
the Umted States without the United States being a party and 
without the United States consenting. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Missouri a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala
bama yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do. 
Mr. CARAWAY. In that case it can do it whether we ad

here or do not adhere, can it not? 
l\1r. REED of Missouri. Technically, yes; but if we sit on 

the cou~'t and tak~ part in its deliberations, and recognize it, 
we are m a very different situation than if we sit outside of it 
and say that it is what it in fact is-merely a foreiun tribunal 
set up by foreign nations. Then we will be in a ve~y different 
situation. 

1\1r. CARAWAY. If we go into the court with an express 
reser;ati~n that -it shall have no jurisdiction to determine any 
question m which we are interested without our consent does 
the Senator think that will leave us more prejudiced by its 
decision that if it should decide when we ar·e out of the court? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I think unquestionably so. 
Mr. CARAWAY. In what way? 
1\lr. REED of Missouri. Because if we go into this court, 

and recogniz€ it as having authority--
Mr. CARA. WAY. We can not destroy it by simply staying 

out. 
Mr. REED of Missouri. No; but we can ignore it by staying 

out. 
Mr. CARAWAY. It will have the same--
l\1r. REED of l\lissom·i. The Senator does not let me 

answer. 
1\1r. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I did not intend to speak very 

long. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield fur

ther ; and if so, to whom? 
Mr. REED of Missouri: Yery well. i: thlnk perhaps the 

colloqu~· has gone far enough. 
:Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Alabama 

yield for just a suggestion? 
:Mr. HEFLIN. Just a suggestion. 
Mr. KING. l\1ay I say to the Senator from Alabama and 

for my own enlightenment, t11at I should like to know wh'ether 
the Senator from Missouri contemoiated including withh1 his 
question matters of domestic concern, so recognized by na
tions? May I say to the Senator that there are many Ameri
cans who believe in a court that has compulsory jurisdiction 
exeepting, of cour:5e, que tions of a domestic character. Speak~ 
ing for myself, I should like to see an international court that 
bad compulsory jurisdiction to handle and decide international 
questions, but, of course, never to infringe dome:;;tic que. tions 
which belong to the states them~ elves. 

~!i·. REED of Mi. souri. ·wm the Senator indulge me long 
enough to ask my friend--

:Mr. KING. I do not have the floor. 
Mr. HEFLIN. I yield for a question, 1\lr. President. 
Mr. REED of Missouri. I simply wi.·h to ask my friend if 

he is willing to have an intern.ational court with the jurisdic
tion to decide all international questions and enforce its 
decl ions? 

~r. KING. Mr. Pt·esiclent, if the Senator from Alabama will 
indulge me--

The PRESIDI'NG OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala
bama yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. HEE'LIN. I yield. 
1\lr. KING. I believe in an international court such as was 

envisaged in the discus~ions of The Hague conferences. I am 
in favor of an international court created by treaty, with 
jurisdiction clearly defined and before which a state may be 
r equired to appear upon complaint of another member of the 
court, in order that a controversy of an international character 
may be considered and adjudicated. I dq not object to what 
is called compulsory jm·isdiction with respect to international 
questions. Nor am I now referring to the present court, al
though I do not mean to infer that it is not an international 
court; and, of course, I do not mean that domestic questions 
should be taken cognizance of by the 'Vorld Court or any inter
national tribunal. 

l\1r. REED of Mi souri. Mr. PrE:'sident, will the Senator in
dulge me once more? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala
bama further yield to the Senator from Mi. souri? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes. 
1\Ir. REED of L~is ouri. I understand the Senator, then, to 

say· that he is in fa...-or of a court that can . ummon before it 
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the nations of the earth and can take jurisdiction of interna
tional disputes. Is the Senator willing, then, that that court 
shall be empowered to enforce its decrees? 

1\lr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I can not yield to a Senator to 
ask another Senator a question and then to answer him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield 
further. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I should be glad to hear my good friend from 
Missouri ask these questions and to hear my good friend from 
Utah an wer them; but I do not intend to talk very much longer, 
and I want to hear what the Senator from Missouri has to say, 
because I thinlr I will make a s~ch on this subject before the 
vote is taken. I am just touching now on some things that need 
clearing up. · 

Senators who oppose the World Court talk about propaganda. 
The documents I ha\e received against the World Court cost 
more money to send out than those I have received in favor of 
it. Some of them are great big pamphlets, costing, I am sure, 
hundreds of thou ands of dollars to print. They have flooded 
the Capitol with them. Who is back of that propaganda and 
who are the men here supporting the World Court? I do not 
mean to say that the gentlemen who are opposing it are not just 
as clever and as honest and as conscientious as we are, but 
there is no partisanship in this fight, so far as I can see. There 
is none in it with me. I am willing to take the suggestion of 
a Republican President and to go along with Republican Sen
ators if I can by so doing get closer to world peace. 

I am weary of a situation where Senators who stood here 
in the other fight and fought to the death the League of Na
tions, a Democratic proposal, and who intimated in those 
days that if they could get up some other plan they would do 
what they could for peace, now, when a Republican comes 
along with a mild-mannered proposition called the World 
Court, find fault with that, and go to beating that about, but 
have not a single suggestion to offer in the place of either 
one of them. 

That is not constructive statesmanship. They remind me 
of the two Dagoes going up the street. They met a man who 
asked them where the macaroni factory was, and they told 
him they did not know. They walked about two blocks, when 
one of them said to the other one, " He does not want the 
macaroni factory. He means noodle factory." The other one 
said " Sure." They said, "Let's go back and overtake him." 
They followed., him four blocks back and overtook him, and 
said, "You did not mean macaroni factory. You meant 
noodle factory." He said, "That's right, I did." They said, 
"Well, we don't know where that is, either." [Laughter.] 

That is the situation we find here. It is easy to get up here 
and go to pounding around and beating on something. But 
what have they to offer in its stead? Do not Senators think 
that foreign nations are sincerely striving for world peace? 

There are yet to be seen widows and orphans in the war
stricken countries. There is still suffering over there because 
of the war. Senators say those nations are not after anything 
except to get the United States in. 

Talk about propaganda! The Senator from California [Mr. 
J oiL.~ SON] said that he had gotten letters from children. God 
knows they have as much right to demand that war be 
stopped as anybody, and maybe more. Some of them in this 
country miss their fathers now, fathers killed on the battle 
field in France. Why have they not a right to appeal? Why 
should not a little child, who is told that its father will never 
come back, that its father died in battle, was killed in the war, 
appeal to Senators? Such a child ought to hate war as long 
as he or she lives. The opponents of this court make light 
of the fact that these children in 300,000 homes should write 
to Senators and ask them to help prevent war. They laugh 
at it. 

The Washington Post had a cartoon some time ago showing 
a little girl writing a note to a Senator asking him to please 
vote for a World Court, the cartoon making fun of it Christ 
said: 

Sufl'er little children to come unto Me, tor of such is the kingdom 
ot heaven. 

He said at another time: 
A little child shall lead them. 

I suggest to the Senator fi·om California and to other Sen
ators that it would be well to let these little children lead 
them into the paths of peace. 

The Senator from California said. quoting 1\Iadison, I be
lieve, "Who serves his country best serves his party best." 
I sincerely· believe that I am working to the highest and best 
interests of every man, woman, and child in my country, 
including the Senators who oppose this World Court, when 

I stand here and work for an international tribunal to pro
mote peace and prevent war. 

Mistakes have been made by public men in the past. 
Patrick Henry, one of the ablest men the country ever pro
duced, one of the honored oratorical landmarks of the Re
public, his speeches spoken in every schoolhouse in the coun
try, one of the most brilliant orators of colonial days, stood 
up in the convention and fought the Constitution, and he 
predicted that dire disaster would come if we ever had a 
general Government and ever adopted that Constitution. Ho 
was mistaken ; that is all. His vision was not good in that 
particular. He was sincere in what he was doing, but he was 
attacking what Gladstone said was the greatest civic docu
ment ever emanating from the brain of man. It is now the 
Constitution, the organic structure of the greatest Government 
on the globe, written by Mr. Madison, of Virginia. 

These Senators who are attacking the World Court, and 
who are telling us what dire things will follow, are just as 
much mistaken as Patrick Henry was. They no doubt . are 
conscientious in their positions, but they are wrong. They 
are unnecessarily alarmed. They were against the League of 
Nations, and they are against anything that looks in the 
direction of international peace. 

How long would we wait to establish some international 
tribunal for peace if ,,;e should wait for the Senators who 
are fighting the World Court, and who fought the League o~ 
Nations, to come in here wlth a proposition? We would not 
have it. 

Implements of war have become so danget·ous and deadly, 
something has to be done to prevent war in the future. I will 
not go into that phase of the matter now, because I do not 
intend to delay the Senate long. Some one has made the point 
that we are going to try to set up a world court over tll~ 
Supreme Court of the United States. That is not my purpose, 
and I do not think it is the purpose of anybody who is going 
to vote for the World Court. There is no such provision in 
this resolution. The World Court can not exercise jurisdiction 
over affairs that belong to the domestic concerns of this 
country. Not a single domestic question can . be considered by 
that court, and no international question where we are inter
ested can be considered by that court, unles;') this Government, 
by specific action, authorizes the court to take up the question 
and consider it. Senators, if that is true, what danger is thero 
in our going in ? 

I hold to the other proposition, and I do not think anybody 
will gainsay it, that if the World Court should undertake to 
take jurisdiction over cases when we did not agree they should 
take such jurisdiction, against the reservations ~e put on this 
proposition, the Congress of the United .States could pass an 
act withdrawing us from the court. Everybody conceded that 
·here yesterday, and whether it is conceded or not, I announce 
it as a fact. There is no way to keep this country from with
drawing from the court if it wants to do so. 

I want to say to those Senators who are such alarmists that 
the people over there, members of the court, would rather see 
this country in it than to see any other country in it, becauJe 
they know we are a big, powerful country and that we are not 
after conquest; that ·we love peace, and that we are not a 
military people. They know that we want to promote peare 
and not war. So they would be glad to have us in, to have 
our influence work with that of those who really love peace 
and want to prevent war in the future. So, 1\Ir. President, 
there is every argument in favor of us going in and no sound 
argument agaiQst our taking such a course. 

I shall conclude with this statement: This country has been 
confronted with a proposition to do something to promote 
peace and prevent war since our boys ended the World War in 
victory. Throughout the Nation val'iou · societies and churches 
have passed resolutions indorsing some plan or other to 
promote peace in the world and to pre-rent war. I dare say 
hat in nearly every county in the United States some club, 

some organization of men, women, and children, and Christian 
organizations throughout the country have been asking us all 
along to do something. This is 1926, and the war ended in 
1918. Eight years have come and gone, and nothing has been 
done, and here we are about to get together on something that 
will unite the forces in this body, setting up a tribunal lookinl-{ 
toward preventing war and promoting peace, and we find our 
same friends who fought the league fighting this, the same 
ones who fight any proposition of an international character 
crying out against it and offering nothing. 

Suppose this is defeated. Of course, it will not be, but what 
would we have if it were? Nothing. Who would rejoice if 
the news should go out from the Capitol that it was defeated? 
The gun and ammunition makers of the United States and tlle 
battleship builders. Talk about propaganda! They are the 

.. 
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gentlemen back of the propaganda. I do not charge that Sena
tors on the other side know about that; they are innocent of 
so many things. But, Mr. President, who makes money out of 
war? The gun and ammunition makers make their millions 
and hundreds of millions. The battleship builders are the first 
called upon in the event of war. They get busy as soon as 
the tocsin of war is sounded. They do not want any tribunal 
to prevent war. But they dare not show their heads in oppo
sition to it. They are away back yonder behind the screen, 
but they touch the button and the propaganda gets in its work. 
They know that if they dared come out in the open and oppose 
it, it would defeat their scheme. They come out here charging 
that we want to put something over on our countl·y. 

\Youlu the Pre ident want to tie his country up in a danger
ous foreign machine? Would two-thirds of the Members of this 
body deliberately tie their country up in something that was 
dangerous and deadly? Would three-fourths of the people of 
the United States-and they are back of this movement-de
liberately petition us to vote for this World Court if they 
thought it meant ruin to their country? 

Mr. President, the proposition is utterly ridiculous. The 
people want some sort of a peace tribunal set up, and we ought 
to set one up. This is the only chance we have to help along 
such a tribunal. Let us put reservations on the resolution if 
it is not sufficient to guard our interests, and we will stand 
on our re.~ervations. I da1·e say that when 25 years shall 
have passed, if we are still on the stage of action, and I ask 
these Senators, "What about those dire predictions they 
made?" they will just say, "Well, we were mistaken." And 
that will be true. There will be a number of international 
matters that we would want to submit to an international 
court. We have long advocated the establishment of such a 
court. Do we propose to draw ourselves off into a shell and say, 
"We are not going to have anything to do with the world?" 
We are an exporting people. We send our produce to the mar
kets of the earth. We want to increase our trade. We want 
peaceful and cordial relations with other nations. 

Mr. President, when our country takes her seat in the World 
Court, America will be there using her great influence to pro
mote peace throughout the world·. 

Mr. REED of Missouri obtained the floor. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 

quorum. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena

tors answered to their names : 
Bayard Frazier Lenroot Robinson, Ind. 
Bingham George McKellar Sackett 
Bratton Gillett McMaster Schall 
Brookhart Goff McNary Sheppard 
Bruce Hale Mayfield Sbipstead 
Butler Harreld Means Simmons 
Capper Harris Moses Smith 
Caraway Harrison Norbeck Smoot 
Copeland Hef11n Norris Stanfield 
Couzens Howell Nye Stephens 
CUrtis Johnson Oddle Trammell 
Dale Jones, N.Mex. Overman Wadsworth 
Deneen Jones, Wash. Phipps Walsh 
Fernald Kendrick Ransdell Warren 
}1"'erris Keyes Reed, Mo. Weller 
Fess King Reed, Pa. Williams 
Fletcher La Follette Robinson, Ark. Willis 

Mr. SMITH. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. WATSON], the Senator from Neyada [Mr. PITT
MAN], the Senator from Idaho [Mr. GooDING], the Senator 
from Oklahoma [Mr. Pn.m], and the. Senator from Montana 
[Ur. WHEELER] are engaged at a meeting of the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

1\Ir. McKELLAR. My colleague, the junior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. TYSON], is necessarily detained from the Senate 
on bu iness. This announcement may stand for the day. 

Mr. COPELAND. I was requested to announce that the 
junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. En,vARns] is necessarily 
detained from the Senate on public business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-eight Senators having an
swered to theii· names, a quorum is prE-sent. The Senator from 
Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. lli. President, the debate bas pro-
ceeded to considerable length and has taken a wide range. 
There is scarcely a vagary of the imagination which has not 
been exploited on the floor of the S~nate. Among other ques
tions that have been thrust forward and dwelt upon with 
tearful in istence are the horrors of war. Those who thus 
speak blandly assume that is the whole question in the debate 
and a sert that the proposed court or our entrance into it will 
terminate war and end all human misery. Of cour e, if that 
were true, everybody would be for the court. But the ques
tion we are to determine is not whether war is horrible, for 
that everybody knows and we need no insistence to convince 

us. Of course, every decent human being would like to see 
the battle flags furled forever. 

But it remains to be determined whether the proposition now 
before us makes for war or makes for peace ; whether, if we 
should enter the court, we will have more of peace or more 
of war; whether the United States, by abandoning its ancient 
policies which kept us at peace with the outside world · for 
more than a century of time, will gain more of peace for 
herself by remaining aloof from the controver ies of Europe 
and .Asia, or whether she will gain more of peace by entering 
into every controversy of the world and sticking her nose into 
every dispute of humanity; and likewise whether we will gain 
more of national dignity, national honor, and national progress 
by signing a compact or entering into an organization which 
proposes to permit all of the rest of the world to interfere in 
.American affairs. 

So those who have tears may retire and shed them in 
privacy-tears for war, tears for widows and orphans. That 
is not the question here, save in the sense that if it can be 
demonstrated that the United States can safely enter the 
court without impairment of her dignity and without impair
ment of her sovereignty and without danger to herself, then 
the World Court ought to be entered. 

If, upon the other band, however, entrance to the World 
Court means the entrance of the United States into the di8putes 
of the world and the sending of our young men and our 
young women to die in foreign lands in the embroilments and 
battles of foreign countries, then, certainly, we ought to remain 
out of the court. That is the question. 

Moreover, we have been told in the last few minutes that 
three-fourths of the American people demand our entrance into 
this court. I assert that nine-tenths of the American people 
know substantially nothing regarding the propo ed court and 
that nobody has any authority to speak for three-fourths of 
them or for one-fourth of them or for one-tenth of them. I 
assert that it i probably true that there are some Senators on 
this floor who have never read the protocol and statute of the 
court. I assert that there never has been any public exposi
tion of that statute and of that protocol in such manner as to 
enable the American people to have a decent opportunity to 
understand either of them. 

To begin with, the problem presented is so intricate as to 
require a study by the best of lawyers of days and even weeks 
before the responsibility which we assume can l>e gras~d and 
under tood. I as ert that it is fair to say that there have been 
millions of money expended in working up an apparent senti
ment in favor of entering the court, and that probably 999 out 
of every 1,000 who have signed the petition in its favor know 
nothing whatever regarding the real organization power, and 
jurisdiction of the court. ' 

When I asked in a resolution the privilege of an investigation 
so that we could trace this propaganda to its . ource and de
velop the financial a.nd other interests back of it, the pro
ponents of the court fled from that investigation and denied 
it, every single proponent of the court, so far as I know, voting 
against such an exposition. · 

We are told that this question has been before the people for 
a long time. In a technical sense that is true ; in a practical 
sense it is absolutely false. Two or three years ago we began 
discussing some sort of world court proposal. President 
Harding sent to the Senate such a proposition. It went to the 
committee, and it was generally and commonly understood that 
it had gone into cold storage. It was not discussed on this 
floor; it was not generally discussed in the country. President 
Harding, however, proposed at least in one of his speeches, if 
not in his messages, that a most radical change should be made. 
What was that change? He said that the court must be en
tii·ely divorced from the league, and that in order that it 
should be divorced from the league the court members then 
existing should have the right to elect their succe. sors, and 
tho e in turn to elect their successors ; in other words, he pro
po...,ed a self-perpetuating judicial oligarchy as undemocratic, 
us despotic, as infamous as was ever dreamed of in the brain 
of any man now living or in the brain of any man who is dead. 

Following that, President Coolidge indor. ed publicly all of 
the policies of President Harding, specifically stating be was 
going to carry them out, thus committing himself to this same 
proposition that the judges of the court then sitting should 
elect their succe sors, and those in turn their succe sors, ann 
so on forever. That was the kind of thing that the people 
thought was penuing here. So far as I •vas concerned, I was 
confident that such a proposition would never receive the 
serious attention of this body or of the Ameriean people. 

Moreover, we had two election involving the que tion of 
our entrance into the League of Nation. . The decision of the 
people in those two e1<!ctions was an utter condemnation of the 
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doctrine Df internationalism, for that is the new doctrine with 
which w~ are now confronted. So while it. is technically true 
that the so-called World Court proposition has been lying 
here in the Senate, it is not true that there has been any 
such discussion carried on for such a length of time as to en· 
lighten the general public of America. I, therefore, say that 
any attempt to cut off this debate, to shorten the full right of 
discussion in the Senate, if carried out, will be an attempt at 
gag rule- that will react most disastrously upon its authors 
and most unfortunately for the country. 

1\Ir. President, who has carried on this propaganda? Every 
great international banker who was for our entrance into the 
League of Nations is for it. Every man who has loaned money 
abroad and would like to have his foreign bonds, which he 
purchased at an enormous discount, underwritten in the blood 
and tears of America, is for it. FJvery foreign influence is for 
it. Nearly every individual who was for the League of Na
tions is for it; and the Republicans who were against the 
League of Nations are now for it because a Republican Presi
dent is for it. One of the strangest baskets of eggs that ever 
was carried to market is the one in which the Republican 
opponents of the League of Nations and Democratic pro
ponents of the League of Nations, including my distinguished 
friend from Alabama Dir. HEFLIN], are all basketed togetheL· 
and being carried to market by the hand of Calvin Coolidge. 
[Laughter.] And one of the strangest sounds ever made in 
this Chamber, where. there have been many strange noises, 
was that made by the Senator from Alabama when he declared 
that Calvin Coolidge had said certain things and, therefore, 
he accepted them as true. [Laughter.] 

I have the greatest respect for Mr. Coolidge; but his opinion 
carries no. more weight with me since he happened to be 
elected President on a national platform which was oppo~ed 
to internationalism than it carried before he was elected Pres! · 
dent. There is not a man in this body who would have 
hesitated an instant to have differed from the opinion of 
Calvin Coolidge in private life. So his assurance that this 
adventure is safe carries no more weight with me than his as
surance that we ought to take all of the taxes off the great 
fortunes and leave them on the small fortunes and the poorer 
people carries weight with me. I want some higher authority. 

:Mr. President, with these preliminary remarks, I wish to 
direct the attention of the Senate at some length to the organi
zation which it is proposed we shall enter. I wish, if possible, 
to get out of the clouds and down to the question before us. 
I wish to extricate myself from that nebulous belt in which so 
many of my good friends love to dwell, and which they com· 
monly describe as a sort of millennia! period, all of which they 
promise us is going to come if we will enter this World Court. 

Mr. Pre~;;ident, one of two propositions is true: This court 
either has a jurisdiction or it does not have a jurisdiction. A 
court with jurisdiction may be dangerous, and that danger is to 
be measured by the degree of its jurisdiction. A court without 
jurisdiction is of as little use in the economy of life as a bad 

• breath or a white swelling. A court without jurisdiction is a 
court without power. A court without power is a vacuum; and 
when men are driven in defense of this proposition to the claim 
that the court has no power, they are driven to the contention 
that we propose a cipher and tell us that that cipher represents 
value. 

A court is ah·eady set up. and it is said that we will not go 
into it unless we attach a lot of reservations. If this court is . 
the court of the millenium, if it is going to U8her in that day 
on which my good friend from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN] con· 
tinually dwells, when the lion and the lamb shall lie down to
gether and a little child shall lead them-and he wants us all 
to follow the little cbiJd, so why not resign your seat and send 
here some little girl about 8 years old to do the legislating?
if this court will produce such results as are predicted by these 
overenthusiastic advocates, then why not join it without reserva
tions? Why put hobbles on the millennium? Why stay the 
march of progress? Why do you not join the grand procession? 
WhY. do you not unite your hosannas with those of the multi· 
tude? Why do you not proceed with it to this holy of holies, 
where all is good and sweet communion of the saints is en
joyed? Why do you say, " Here is the sanctuary where virtue 
dwells and goodness makes its home, but I am not going in 
through the door. I am going to crawl halfway over the tran
som. I am going to be half in and half out. I do not want to 
be entirely sanctified. I just want to get my head i.nside the 
tram:om, so that I can back out of this sacred place as soon as 
it gets dangerous " ? 

Why, Senators, when you propose to make reservations to this 
court protocol and statute you certify your heart's belief that 
there is danger lurking there. When you say you will submit 
to !l.O jurisdiction unless you consent in that pa~cular: case, 

you certify that you fear the decisions of the court. When you 
say that you will reserve the right to stay out on every ques
tion that you do not want to submit, you certify that the court 
is a doubtful court and that it might exercise its jurisdiction in 
such manner as to imperil the rights and liberties of your 
country. So you fear it while you enter it. So you say to all 
the world: "We discredit this .court in advance; we doubt it; 
we fear it " ; and any denial of that statement is not an honest 
denial. 

Let us see what is in this Pandora's box. Let us take the 
time to analyze it. Let us understand whether it is omething 
or nothing. Let us understand whether it is to haye a juris· 
diction or no jurisdiction. 

Let us understand one thing further: We can not treat these 
questions from the standpoint that this tribunal which is to be 
set up Is to be a court of justice, for a court that has jurisdic· 
tion to do justice also has jurisdiction to do injustice. The 
power to decide a question at all is the power to decide it 
either right or wrong. So there is no guaranty that this court 
will act in favor of world peace. There is no guaranty, and 
can be none, that its decisions may not ultimately be written 
in blood. There is no guaranty that its jurisdiction may not be 
so exercised as to forge chains for a world and destroy the 
aspirations of all men ~·ho seek to enlarge their liberties. 

Somebody-some Senator, I think, but he did not sencl me his 
name-sent oYer a note, and it contains these question : 

Could we have had our independence from England if the league had 
existed, and the question bad been submitted to a world COltrt like 
the one you were speaking of? 

Could we have been free to have annexed Texas and brought that 
vast and splendid domain within the jurisdiction of a free Xation bad 
this court, or one like it, existed? 

May Canada now assert her desire for liberty and become free, 
and hope to do so with the existence of the league and under the 
decision of this court? 

Could we have emancipated Cuba had we been within the jurisdiction 
of the court, and compelled to submit to the deciaion of the court? 

And to these questions which I now ask there could be added 
a large number of other questions of similar import. 

Mr. President, I say again, let us look into the structure of 
this court. 

There is no such thing as a world court. There is an 
organization which may be identified by the name "The league 
court." It was provided for in the league compact. It waa 
created by the league pursuant to that compact. Its members 
are selected by the league or the league mem!Jers. The rules 
and regulations governing the court emanate from the league. 

· It can be abolished by the league. Its membership can !Je 
changed by the league. It is a foreign tribunal, pure and 
simple, created, dominated, . and controlled solely by foreign 
nations. 

The United States is not a member of the league, and had no 
voice in the creation of the court. 'l'he United States ha no 
v-oice in the selection of any of the successors of the so-called 
judges of the court. The United States had no part in enact
ing the rules or regulations of the court. There is no law 
governing the court except the will of its members and the 
mandates of the League of Nations. 

The proposition, therefore, is that the United States shall 
agTee to submit its contro-.;-ersies with foreign nations to a 
tribunal created by foreign nations and composed of the dele
gates of foreign nations, and in which the United States has 
no adequate assm·ance either of membership or of voice. 
That is internationalism, and it is a mi··erable kind of inter
nationalism. 

One hundred and fifty years ago the Revolutionists fought 
to establish the complete independence and sovereignty of 
these United States. They declared they would brook no 
interference by any power on earth ; that the sovereign citizens 
of the United States hould alone enact the laws and control 
the policies of this Republic. They declared for an absolute 
divorce from the monarchies of Europe. They obtained that 
divorce at Yorktown, when the British Empire was compelled 
to lower its flr~g. A little later they declared the dominance 
of the Republic upon the Western Hemisphere, and warned 

·foreign nations against further aggression on this side of the 
sea; and at the same time James Monroe declared that the 
United States would not tolerate interference by European 
powers in this hemisphere. He further declared that we 
would not se~k to obtrude ourselves into European contro
versies, and when we do obtrude ourselves into European con
troversies we repeal or nullify the first article of the Monroe 
doctrine. 

For a century and .a half the American Republic has ac
knowledged two slogans: 
0~ li~e!:ties we prize an<f: ~u~ !'ights we will _!!laintain. 
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Millions for defense, and not a penny for tribute. 
Accordingly, we have hitherto steadfastly clung to the doc

trines that the sons and daughters of America would for them
selves determine the policies of the Nation, and that foreign 
influence and foreign dictation should be rejected as intolerable. 

From whence emanates the sinister argument that we 
should sub titute for these heroic doctrines a policy looking to 
a pus illanimous surrender of the rights of the American 
Kation to the judgment or rights of foreign powers? Who are 
the ·e who would place abo\e the American flag the bastard 
banner of internationalism? Wh J preaches this doctrine? From 
what poisoned fountain does it emanate? What selfish inter
ests are to be sened? \\hat forces are these which propose 
to rush us into the league court without time for consideration 
by the American people, as a gold-brick man seeks to rush a 
prospccti\e "Victim into a hasty and di astrous bargain? How 
many people of the United States know what the league court 
i. ? When has it been analyzed generally before the American 
people? 

Who are the men to whom the propagandists and hired agents 
of . omebody would have us submit the interests of America? 
W110 are the members of this court to whom you rush with 
the fate of America in your hands? 

Max lluber, president, of Switzerland. 
Hafael Altamira y r·evea , of Spain. 
Charles Andre Weiss, of France. 
Dionisio Anzilotti; of Italy. 
Antonio Sanchez de Bustamante, of Cuba. 
Robert Bannatyue, Vi coUllt Finlay: of Great Britain. 
Bemard CorneHus J. Loder, of the Netherlands. 
John Bassett l\loore, a citizen of the nited States, serving in a 

foreign country for a foreign salary. 
Didrik Galtrup Gjedde Nyholm, of Denmark. 
Yorozu Oda, of Japan. 
Epitacio da Silva Pes:-oa, of Brazil. 

"\\Yho are the deputy judges? 
Frederick Valdemar Nikolai Beichmann, of Norway. 
Mikhailo Jovanovitch, of the Serb-Croat-Slovcne State. 
Dumitriu Negulescu, of Rmuania. 
Wang Chung Hui, of China. 

[Laughter.] 
To these men you propose to submit questions in which 

America is concerned. A few days ago I 1·ead this list of 
names, and at once offense was taken. It was said I was ap
pealing to a low sentiment when I was a king for considera
tion of the names. Then it was asserted that there were a 
large number of men with foreign names, or with peculiar 
names, in our country, and that some of them had served in 
the war. I do not call this list of names to create laughter 
because of their strangeness to our ears. 

I call them to emphasize the fact that they are a body of 
foreign gentlemen representing foreign nations, many of them 
representing nations utterly different from ourselves, repre
senting codes of law utterly different from our codes of law, 
representing systems of religion entirely different from our 
FY terns of religion. If my friend the junior Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN], whom I love and admire, were to 
quote the Scripture to this body over there, as he quotes it to 
us so frequently, only about three of those judges could under
stand his eloquent Alabama language, and none of them 
would know what be was talking about. It is a foreign court, 
named by the repre entatives of foreign nations, foreign in 
tongue, foreign in religion, foreign in ba ic thought, foreign in 
the principles of civilization, foreign in every way. Yet to this 
court we propose to consign the destinies of America, or we 
propose nothing. 

It may be answered, of course, that J obn Bassett Moore is 
a citizen of the United States. How did he get on the court'? 
He was selected by some foreign country to act as a decoy 
duck for tlie United States. The duck is not a very intelligent 
bird, but not one of them could ey-er be induced to alight in a 
pond with so transparent a decoy. John Bassett Moore may 
be there to-morrow and may be there the day after, but 
whether he is there or whether be is not there, I do not want 
John Bas ett Moore or any other man to decide questions 
that concern America vitally. No body but an American 
tribunal created by the American people should decide such 
questions. 

How would you gentlemen like to be sitting shivering in 
your chairs six months from now awaiting the decision of the 
World Court on some question involving the great interests 
of America, and speculating on how Yorozu Oda is going to 
vote on that (}Ue tion? How would you feel if you thought 
your· fate depended upon the gentleman who bears the eupho-

nious name of Dionisio Anzilotti, or Didrik Galtrup Gjed<le 
Nyholm, of Denmark, or Antonio Sanchez de Bustamante, of 
Cuba? Or, dropping down to the deputy judges who might 
be summoned, how would you like to have a question involv
ing the Monroe doctrine settled by Mikhailo Javanovid or 
Dumitriu Negulescu or Wang Chung Hui '? 

Of course, I do not pronounce these name correctly, but if 
you enter the World Com·t you will have to learn how to pro
nounce them, and you will have to wait in breathless suspense 
the votes of these gentlemen when your country's fate is in
volved. 

I cast no imputations upon these men. I do not care how 
exalted they may be in their respective countries; and I 
rel':pect the countries of the earth. I do not care how earnest 
they may be in the laws of their lands. They are not bone of 
OUI' bone ; they are not flesh of our flesh ; they are not wedded 
to our systems of law. 'l'hey do not think as we think in 
many cases. They live under entirely different forms of gov
ernment, and, as I shall show later on, those governments have 
interests absolutely opposed to the interest of the United 
States, and these judges will respond to the interests of their 
countries. 

It is true that one of them, the gentleman from Japan, sug
gested that that would not be true, because, he said, the 
judges might be deified, and he said that in one of the solemn 
conventions of jm·lsts who devised the statutes of the league 
court. If anybody disputes that I can produce the official 
record. He suggested that the judges could always be put 
in a position to be just by being deified, a doctrine not for
eign at all to the philosophy of Japan, where they deify their 
ancestors and worship the gho ts of their departed. 

It is to this body yo·u propo. e to consign the fate of the 
United States, or you are playing battledore and shuttlecock 
with words and setting up a shadow and telling us that shadow 
will produce peace in the world and stop all wars, and yet 
you are saying that it does not possess power. 

Mr. President, there were some internationalists in this 
country during the war. '!'here were some internationalists in 
other countries. There is an international movement on. 
There are societies that we~·e organized in Europe many years 
ago by Andrew Carnegie, whose estate's money is being ex
pended to-day for propaganda for the very ideas he taught. 
There were people during the war who said that they believed 
in international peace and that they would not support this 
Government in the contest. We sent most of them to the peni
tentiary. There are peop-le to-day who condemn the Bolshevists 
for, as they claim, teaching Bolshevism to the world, teaching 
it in the form that there should be no national adherence and 
no national life, but that ·we should all be some sort of a gen
eral conglomerate. 

I can not draw the line in principle between the doctrine of 
the Bolshevist or the proletariat who teaches that kind of in
ternationalism, and the doctrine and philosophy taught by An
drew Carnegie, taught by his money, and taught by ::!Orne men 
very close to this Chamber that we must sink our nationality 
into the vortex of the world and that we shall sacrifice Ameri
can interests in the interests of the world at large. 

For my part, when the world is on one side and America 
on the other, I shall think only of my country, for I shall know 
that when the light of America goes out the darkness of 
tyran,ny will return to the earth, and that there is no greater 
jeopardy to human freedom and no greater blow that can · be 
-struck to manldnd in general than to impair the maje ty and 
power of the leadership of this Nation. 

1\11·. President, I have made some reference to Mr. Carnegie. 
I hesitate to speak of a man who is dead. I speak of it now 
because he is largely the author of this movement. I speak 
of it because his money is now being expended in carrying on 
the propaganda. Therefore, that which he said when living 
and which is perpetuated by his dead hands, which lies largely 
at the basis of this doctrine of internationalism that is now 
being taught, is pertinent to the question, and I want to lay 
that article before the Senate. 

In the article Mr. Carnegie laments the fact that we have 
rebelled against Great Britain. In the article be argues there 
was not sufficient cause. In the article he demands that the 
United States .shall return to the mother cotmh·y. Following 
that article he organized these societies all over the world 
and helped to finance them, and some of them are functioning 
to-day. 

I send to the desk and a k to have read as a part of my 
remarks the article of Andrew Carnegie printed in the North 
American Review in 1893. True to his faith he returned to 
his native soil to die. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 'Vithqut objection, the Clerl{ will 
read as requested. 



1926 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 2365 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

A LOOK AHEAD 

(This article is the closing chapter of the new edition of Triumphant 
Democracy, embracing the results of the 1890 census, which is soon to 
be issued by Messrs. Charles Scribner's Sons.) 

(By Andrew Carnegie) 

I think one excusable who has been compelled to live for months 
among figures and bard facts and record only the past if, his task ac
complished, be indulges in a look ahead, where not what is but what ls 
to be i · considered, and where, being no longer bound by results 
achieved, be is fancy free. 

I ha>e taken this privilege freely for myself in this closing chapter, 
and, Utopian as the dream may seem, I place on record my belle! that 
it is one day to become a reality. 

Until a little more than a hundred years ago the English-speaking 
race dwelt together in unity, the American being as much a citizen of 
Brita in as the Scotsman, Welshman, or Irishman. A difference unhap
pily arose under the British Constitution, their common heritage, as to 
the right of the citizens of the older part of the state to tax their 
fellows in the newer part across the sea without their consent; but 
separation was not contemplated by Washington, Franklin, Adams, Jef
ferson, Jay, and other leaders. On the contrary, these great men never 
ceased to proclaim their loyalty to and their desire to remain part of 
Britain, and they disclaimed any Idea of separation, which was, indeed, 
accepted at last, but only when forced upon them as a sad necessity 
from which there was no honorable escape if they were to maintain tb~ 
rights they bad acquired not as American but as British citizens. 

On the other band, the motherland, which forced the issue upon her 
loyal citizens in America, sees nothing more dearly to-day than that 
she was in error, and that she converted a constitutional agitation for 
redre s of grievances into a question of patriotic resistance to tbe exer
ci·e of unconstitutional power, an issue which Britons have never been 
slow to accept and have never failed successfully to meet. There is no 
British statesman who does not feel that if the Britons in America had 
not resisted taxation without representation and fought out the issue to 
the end they would have been false to the blood in their veins. 

1 desire to give my readers in the old land and in the new some idea 
of the position of the two parties after the difference between them 
arose. 

The following quotations from the credentials presented by the dele
gate<; from several of tbe American Provinces to the First Continental 
C6ngress, organized September 5, 1774:, show the spirit which then 
prevailed. 

Delegates from the Province of New Hampshire were instructed-
" To secure and to perpetuate their [the Colonies'] rights, liberties, 
and pri>ileges and to restore that peace, harmony, and mutual confi
dence which once happily subsisted between the parent country and her 
Colonies." 

Those of the Province of Massachusetts Bay, Samuel and John 
Adams among them, were charged to seek-
" The restoration of union and harmony between Great Britain and the 
Colonies, most ardently desired by all good men." 

The great Province of Pennsylvania sent delegates for conference
"And for establishing that union and harmony between Great Britain 
and the Colonies which is indispensably necessary to the welfare and 
happiness of both." 

Virginia wished its delegates, among whom were Washington, Ran
dolph, and Lee-
" To secure British America from the ravage and ruin of arbitrary 
taxes and speedily to procure the return of that harmony and union so 
beneficial to the whole empire and so ardently desired by all British 
America." 

We quote now from addresses and petitions adopted by the Conti
nental Congress. 

From an address to the people of Great Britain, approved October 21, 
1774, and written, according to Jefferson, by John Jay: 

"We believe there "is yet much virtue, much justice, much public 
spirlt in the English nation. To that justice we now appeal. You have 
been told that we are seditious, impatient of government, and desirous 
of independency. Be assured that these are not :(acts but caiumnies. 
Permit us to be as free as yourselves, and we shall ever esteem a union 
with you to be our greatest glory and our greatest happiness." 

From the petition of the Congress to the King : 
"We ask but for peace, liberty, and safety. We wish not a diminu

tion of the prerogative, nor do we solicit the grant of any new right 
in our favor. Your royal authority over us, and our connection with 
Great Britain, we shall always carefully and zealously endeavor to 
support and maintain." 

On Monday, June 12, 1775, the Second Continental Congress passed 
a resolution for a fast, tbe Battles of Lexington and Concord having 
just taken place, seeking aid- · 

"To avert those desolating judgments with which we are threatened, 
and to bless our rightful soverei~, King George III." 

From the declaration of Congress. setting forth the causes and 
necessity of taking up arms, adopted Jtlly 6, 1775, a few weeks after 
the Battle of Bunker Hill: 

" Lest this declaration should disquiet the minds of our friends 
and fellow subjects in any part of the Empire, we assure them that 
we mean not to dissolve that union -which bas so long and so happily 
subsisted between us and which we sincerely wish to see restored. 
We have not raised armies with ambitious designs of separating from 
Great Britain and establishing independent states. We fight not for 
glory or for conquest." 

From the petition to the King dated July 8, 1775, signed by the 
Members of the Congress present: 

"Attached to Your Majesty's person, family, and government with 
all the devotion that principle and afl'ectlon can inspire, connected 
with Great Britain by the strongest ties that can unite societies, and 
deploring every event that tends in any degree to weaken them, we 
solemnly assure Your Majesty that we not only most ardently desire 
the former harmony between her and these colonies may be restored, 
but that a concord may be established between them upon so firm 
a basis as to perpetuate its blessing , uninterrupted by any future 
dissensions, to succeeding generations in both countries." 

From an address to the inhabitants of Great Britain, also adopted by 
the Congress July 8 : 

"We are accused or aiming at independence; but how is this accusa
tion supportt>d? By the allegations of your ministers, not by our ac
tions. • • Yet give us leave most solemnly to as ·ure you that 
we have not yet lost sight of the object we have ever bad in view, 
a reconciliation with you on constitutional principles,· and a restora
ti()n of that friendly intercourse, which, to the advantage of both, we 
till lately maintained." 

Thomas Jefferson wrote : 
" • * • I am sincerely one of those nnd would rather be in 

dependence on Great Britain, properly limited, than on any nation on 
earth, or than on no nation. 

" Believe me, dear siJ·, there is not in the British Empire a man 
who more cordially loves a union with Great Britain than I do." 

Benjamin Franklin testified before the committee of the House 
of Commons: 

"They [the colonists] consider themselves as a part of the Briti h 
Empire, and as having one common interest with it; they may be 
looked on here as foreigners, but' they do not consider themselves 
as such. '.rhey are zealous for the honor and prosperity of this nation ; 
and, while they are well u ed, will always be ready to support it as 
far as their little power goes."-From the Life of Franklin, by John 
Bigelow. Lippincott. Vol. I, page 495. 

On July 13, 1774, Jay was appointed a member of a committee of 
New York citizens to d1·aw up resolutions on the nonimportation policy. 
This committee repot·ted : 

"That it ls our greatest happiness and glory to have been born 
British subjects, and that we wish nothing more ardently than to live 
and die as such ;" that " the act for blocking up the port of Boston 
is • • * subversive of every idea of British liberty ; " and that it 
should be left to the proposed Congress to determine the question of 
nonimportation, which would be justified only by "dire nece sity."
John Jay, by George Pellew, pages 31 and 32. 

While the British-Americans were thus proclaiming their love, affec
tion, and loyalty for the parent land, and pleading for British rights 
and the union, we turn to those in Britain who are now regarded as 
the greatest and wisest statesmen of that time. Hear the worus of 
Pitt: 

"It is my opinion that this kingdom has no right to lay a tux upon 
the Colonies. At the same time I assert the authority of this Kingdom 
over the Colonies to be sovereign and supreme, in every circumstance 
of government and legislation whatsoever. They are the subjects of 
this Kingdom equally entitled with yourselves to all the natural rights 
of mankind, and the peculiar privileges of Englishmen ; equally bound 
by its laws and equally participating in the constitution of this free 
country. The Americans are the sons, not the bastards of Englund. 
Taxation is no part of the governing or legislative power. 'The taxE.'s 
are a voluntary gift and grant of the commons alone. • • 
When, therefore, in this house we give and grant, we gi"e and grant 
what is our own. But in an American tax, what do we do? We, 
Your :Majesty's commons for Great Britain, give and grant to Your 
Majesty, what? Our own property? No. We give and grant to 
Your Majesty the property of Your Majesty's commons in America. 
It is an absurdity in terms."-From a speech by William Pitt, after
wards Lord Chatham, in the House of Commons, January 16, 177G. 

Let us hear Burke: 
"No man ever doubted that the commodity of tea could bear an 

imposition of 3 pence. But no commodity will bear 3 pence, or 
will bear a penny, when the general feelings of men are irritated. 
and 2,000,000 of people are resolved not to pay. The feelings or 
the Colonies were formerly the feelings of Great Britain. Theit·s wet'IJ 
formerly the feelings of Mr. Hampden when called upon for the pay-
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ment of 20 shilllngs. Would 20 shillings have ruined Mr. Hampden's 
fortune? No ; but the payment of half 20 shillings, on the ])rjnciple 
it was demanded, would have made him a slave." 

• • • • • • • 
"Again and again revert to your own principles-seek peace and 

ensue it-leave America, U she has . taxable matter in her, to tax her
self. I am not here going into the distinctions of rights, not attempt· 
ing to mark their boundaries. I uo not enter into these metaphysical 
distinctions; I hate the very sound of them. Leave the Americans as 
they anciently stood, and these distinctions, born of our unhappy 
contest, will die along with It. They and we, and they and our an
cestors, have been happy under that system. Let the memory of all 
actions in contradiction to that good old mode, on both sides, be 
extinguished forever. Be content to bind America by laws of trade; 
you have always done it. Let this be your reason for binding their 
tra<le. Do not burden them by taxes ; you were not used to do bO 

from the beginning. Let this be your reason for not taxing. These 
are the arguments of states and kingdoms. Leave the rest to the 
Echools, for there only they may be iliscussed with safety."-From 
a speech on American taxation, delivered in the IIouse of Commons 
April 19, 1774. 

Horace Walpole sai<l : 
""Yon will not be surprised that I am what I always was, a zealot 

for Uberty in every part of the globe, and consequently that I mo~t 
heartily wish success to the Americans. They have hitherto not made 
one blunder; and the administration have made a thousand, besides 
the two capital ones of first provoking and then of uniting the 
Colonies. The latter seem to have as good heads and hearts as we 
want both." From a letter to Horace Mann, dated September 7, 1775. 
Hor·nce Walpole and His World, Scribner·s, page 152. 

In -a letter dated February 17 1779, Horace Walpole says: 
"Liberty has still a continent' (America) to exist in. I do not care 

a straw who is minister in this abandoned country. It is the good 
old cause of freedom that I have at heart." 

Isaac Barre, member of Parliament, 1761 to 1790, said, in reply to 
Lord North's declaration that he would never think of repealing the 
tea duty until he saw America prostrate at his feet: 

" To effect this is not so easy as some imagine ; the Americans are 
a numerous, a respectable, a hardy, a free people. But were it ever 
so easy, does any friend to rus <;ountry really wish to see A~erica 
thus humbled? In such a situation she would serve only as a monu
ment of your arrogance and your folly. For my part, the America 
I wish to see is America increasing and prosperous, raising her bead 
in graceful dignity, with freedom and firmness asserting her rights 
at your bar, vindicating her liberties, pleading her services, and con
scious of her merit. This is the America that will have spirit to 
fight your battles, to sustain you when hard pushed by some prevail
ing foe, and by her industry will be able to consume your manufac
tures, support your trade, and pour wealth and splendor into your 
towns and cities. If we do not change our conduct toward her, 
America will be torn from our side. * * • Unless yon repeal this 
law, you run the risk of losing America." 

David Hartley, membet" of Parliament for Kingston-upon-Hull, in 
a speech in the house, May 15, 1777, concluded with these prophetic 
words: 

" • • I wUI venture to prophesy that the principles of n 
federal alliance are the only terms of peace that ever will and that 
ever ought to obtain between the two countl"ies." 

On November 2, 1775, Mr. Hartley concluded another speech with 
these words: 

"Let the only contention henceforward between Great Britain and 
.America be, which shall exceed the other in zeal for establishing the 
fundamental rights of liberty for all mankind." 

Jonathan Shipley, Bishop of St. Asapb, in 1774, made a speech 
jntended to have been spoken on the bill for altering the charters of 
the Colonies of Massachusetts Bay: 

" Let them continue to enjoy the liberty our fathers gave them. 
Ga>e them, did I say? They are coheirs of liberty with ourselves; 
and their portion of the inheritance bas been much better looked 
after than ~urs. My Lords, I look upon North America as the only 
great nursery of freemen now left upon the face of the earth. But 
whatever may be our future fate, the greatest glory that attends thte 
country, a tireater than any other nation e-rer acquired, is to have 
formed and nursed up to such a state of happiness those Colonies 
whom we are now so eager to butcher." 

Both Briton and American being now fully agreed ttat those who 
made the attempt to tnx without giving tlle right of representation 
were wrong, and that in resisting this the colonists vindicated their 
rights as British citizens and therefore only did their duty, the ques
tion arises, Is a separation thus forced upon one of the parties, and 
now thus deeply regretted by the other, to be permanent? 

I can not think so, and I era ve permission to adduce some con
siderations in support of my belief that the future is certainly lo 
see a reunion of the separated parts and once again a common 
citizenship. 

First. In race-and there is a great deal In race-the American 
remains three-fourths purely British. The mixture of the German, 
which constitutes substantially all of the remainder, though not 
strictly British, is yet Germanic. The Briton of to-day is him elf com
posed ln large measure of the Germanic element, and German, Briton, 
and American are all of the Teutonic race. 

The amount of blood other than Anglo-Saxon and Germanic which 
has entered into the A1perican is almost too trifling to deserve notice, 
and bas been absorbed without changing him in any fundamental 
trait. The American remains British, differing less from the Britoa 
than the Irishman, Scotsman, Welshman, and Englishman difrer from 
each other. Englishmen, Scotsmen, Welshmen, and Irishmen are all 
Britons, and the American (a term which of course includes the 
Canadian) entering among these would be as near the common type 
resulting from a union of the five ·as any of the other parts. Indeed, 
the American in many respects resembles the Scotsman more than the 
Englishman does, and be also in other respects resembles the English
man more than does the Scot. He resembles both Engli hman and 
Scot much more than the Irishman resembles either. His intro
duction into a common British-American citizenship would not produce 
a resultant differing greatly from that of the present union of Scot, 
Welshman, Irishman, and Englishman. The action of a Congress 
elected by all these elements would not differ much upon funda
mental questions affecting the rights, libet·ties, and privileges of the 
people from a Congress of Americans sitting in Washington, or of 
Canadians in Ottawa, or from the action of a British Parliament 
simllarly elected sitting in London. No citizen of any of the present 
State.s, elthet· British or American, would have reason to fear the 
loss of anything which he now holds dear. He could rest securely 
in the belief that his fellows of the other States could be trusted so 
to act that the united mass would not oscillate. 

A feeling of confidence in each other among the re.spective commun
ities of the race in Great Britain and America may be expected to 
grow ae political institutions continue to assimilate. 

It Is to be noted that only in the reg1on of poUtlcal ideas is tl)ere 
dissimilarity, fot· no rupture whatever between the parts has ever 
taken place in language, literature, religion, or law. In these uni
formity has always existed ; although separated politically the unity 
of the parts has never been disturbed in these strong, cohesive, and 
cementing links. The books and periodicals read upon both sides ot 
the Atlantic are rapidly becoming the same. The decision of one 
court is good law in all. Language remains uniform, every approved 
change in one part of the great realm rapidly being adopted through
out the English-speaking world. Religious ideas are the common prop
erty of the race. There seems nothing, therefore, to keep the sections 
of the race apart, but everything to reunite them. 

Second. No one questions that if, instead of 1,800 miles of water be
tween Ame.rica and Britain, there lay another Mississippi Valley, the 
English-speaking race would be one politically, since the federal system 
of government has proved that immense areas can be successfully gov
erned under one head, and can exist as one power, the freest govern
ment of the parts producing the strongest government of the whole. 
The difference of land and water lylng between people has hitherto 
been great, and, in the words of the poet, instead of mountains, we 
can say that-

" Oceans interposed 
Make enemies of nations, who had else, 
Like kindred drops, been mingled into one." 

This is quite true of the past; but oceans no longer constitute 
barriers between nations. These already furnish the cheapest of all 
modes of communication between men. It has been my good fortune 
recently to travel from the Pacific coast to Britain. The journey 
from San Francisco to New York was made in a moving hotel, in 
which our party traveled for six weeks and had every want supplied, 
The time necessary for the trip is five days. The other half of the 
journey, after a short rest at the halfway bouse, New York, was 
performed in one of the best ocea-n greyhounds, the time consumed 
from land to land being only a few hours more than that required for 
the journey from San Francisco to New York. Over land and over 
sea we had traveled under the best conditions of to-day. ~o luxury 
was wanting. The moving hotel over the land was the best of its 
kind, as was the moving hotel over the water. The o<:ean voyage was 
by far the less fatiguing and in every respect more comfortable than 
the overland journey. 

The future is, probably, to render travel by sea, if not quite as fast, 
yet more comfortable to people in general than land travel can _pos
sibly be made. The delegate to a conference at Washington, leaving 
LiYerpool or Southampton, now reaches that city in just about the 
same time as the delegate from San Francisco, Seattle, or Victoda, on 
tbe Pacific coast. At the time England and Scotland were united 
members of Parliament from the north of Scotland required as long 
to reach London. A short time ago many of tbe American Repre enta
tiYes to Congress consumed more time in reaching WaRbington than 
either of these. The time required is being 1es cned every year. The 
next three months are to see both the ocean and the land journey; 
materially reduced. 
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Third. The telegraph connecting London, Edinburgh, Dublin, Car

diff, New Orleans, San Francisco, New York, Washington, Montreal, 
Quebec, and Ottawa, bringing all into instantaneous communication, 
is the most important factor in rendering political reunion possible, 
and I venture to say inevitable. Without this agency it might well 
be doubted whether one central authority eould act for all the scattered 
parts, but when events and problems as they arise, and the discus
sions upon them at the center, can be instantly known at the extremi
ties, and become everywhere the subject of contemporaneous debate 
and con ideration, thus permitting the center to influence the extremi
ties and the extremitit's to respond to the center, the pulse beat of 
the entit·e Nation can be constantly felt by the Government and all the 
people. No matter where the capital may be, it must still · be omni
pl'esent and in touch with all parts of the confederacy. Time is there
fore no longer to be taken into account at all, and distance means but 
little when all can instantly hear everything that transpires. 

Fourth. The advantages of a race confederation are so numerous 
and so obvious that one scarcely knows how to begin their enumera
tion. Consider its defensive power. A. reunion of the Anglo-Ameri
cans, consisting to-day of 108,000,000, which 50 years hence will 
number more than 200,000,000, would be unassailable upon land by 
any power or combination of powers that it is possible to create. We 
need not, therefore, take into account attacks upon the land; as for 
the water, the combined fleets would sweep the seas. The new nation 
would dominate the world and banish from the earth its greatest 
stain-the murder of men by men. It would be the arbiter between 
nations and enforce the peaceful settlement of all quarrels, saying to 
any disputants who threatened to draw the sword: 

" Hold ! I command you both ; 
The one that stirs makes me his foe. 
Unfold to me the cause of quarrel, 
And I will judge betwixt you." 

Such a giant among pigmies as the Re-United States would never 
need to exert its power, but only to intimate its . wishes and decisions. 
It would be unnecessary for any power to maintain either a great 
standing army or a great navy. The smaller nations, having discovered 
that they would not be permitted to distm·b the peace of the world, 
would naturally disarm. There would be no use in maintaining large 
forces either for attack or defense when the Anglo-American had 
determined that no one should attack. I believe that the wisdom 
of the reunited nation and its regard for others would be so great as 
to give 1t such moral ascendancy that there would be no disposition 
upon the part of any power to appeal ft·om its decisions. A.ll would 
acquire the habit of settling disputes by an appeal to this supreme 
tribunal, the friend of all, the enemy of none, without thought of ever 
going beyond i ts decrees. 

Fifth. There are higher, though perhaps not more powerful, consid
erations than the material benefits involved in reunion. Regarding 
these I should like Britons to consider what the proposed reunion 
means. Not the most sanguine ad>ocate of "imperial federation " 
dares to intimate that the federation be drel!ms of would free the 
markets of all its members to each other. This question can not even 
be discu ·sed when the imperial conferences meet. If it be introduced, 
it is judiciously shelved. But an Anglo-American reunion brings 
free entry here of all British products as a matter of course. The 
richest market in the world is opened to Britain free of all duty 
by a stroke of the pen. No tax can be laid upon products of any 
part of the union, even for revenue, although under "free trade " 
such taxes might still exist. What would not trade with the Re
public "duty free " mean to the linen, woolen, iron, and steel indus
tries of Scotland, to the tin-plate manufacturers of Wales, to the 
woolen and cotton, coal, iron, cutlery, and steel industries of England? 
It would mean prosperity to every industry in the United Kingdom, 
and this in turn would mean renewed prosperity to the agricultural 
interest, now so sorely depressed. 

Few except those engaged in manufacturing realize the position of 
Britain as a manufacturer in regard to the American market. The 
ocean, which many are stlll apt to consider a barrier between the two 
countl'ies, is the very agency which brings them so close and will ulti
mately bind them together. Coal, iron, stt>el, and all kinds of mer
chandise from Britain reach American ports more cheaply than Ameri
can manufactures produced within a hundred miles of these ports. 
Thus the coal, iron, and steel from Glasgow, IIull, Newcastle, or Liver
pool reach the cities of Xew Orleans, Charleston, Savannah, Richmond, 
Daltimore, Philadelphia, New York, Boston, and Portland more cheaply 
than the same articles mined or manufactured in Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
'l'ennt>ssee, or Alabama, tbe land carriage from these States being far 
greater than the ocean carriage from Great Britain. To the whole 
Pacific coast Britain is so much nearer in cost as to give her under 
rennion the complC'te command of that market. In the event of re
union, the .Amet·ican manufacturers would supply the interior of tbe 
country, but the great populations shi.rtiug the Atlantic seaboard and 
the Pacific coa ~ t would rect>ive their manufactured articles chiefly from 
Britain. The beavy products are taken from Bl'itain to the Unitt>d 

States in many instances as ballast for nothing. The freight charge 
is generally trifling. I do not hesitate to say that reunion would 
bring with it such demand for British products as would tax the present 
capacity of Britain to the utmost, for the products of continental 
nations, which now compete so seriously with Britnin, would be almost 
excluded, even by a tariff strictly for revenue. There would not be an 
idle mine, furnace, or factory in the land. The consumption of coal 
in the United States is already greater than in Britain; of iron and 
steel it is "!row fully double. Our consumption of tin plate exceeds 
that of all the rest of the world. The imports J)f British textile fabrics 
grow year after year. These never were so great as at present. The 
only nation which is taking more and more of British products is the 
Republic. The American market is enormous and constantly expand
ing. It is in vain that people in Britain hope for any radical change in 
the tarttr laws. No party in the united States can or will make many 
material changes in these. Revenue will continue to be raised by 
duties upon imports as at present and chiefly upon the fine textile 
fabrics-the luxuries of the rich. There can be little question that 
nothing would so certainly insure the permanent prosperity of Britain 
as free access to the American market, which can be effect!'d so easily 
through reunion, which would also bring with it enhanced value to 
land as the result of prosperity in all branches of Bl'ltish trade ru;td 
industry ; and were Britain and America again one, the American 
would find the former the best summer home within his reach. Many 
would purchase such homes there and secure for themselves the de
lights of a beneficial change of climate and contact with a thousand 
sources of sweet influences only to be gained in the old home of the 

· race. The prophecy of the Spectator, made many years ago and just 
repeated, would be fully realized, that the British-American would find 
the old home his "restful park." It is not going too far to say that 
every kind of property in the sceptered isle and every business intere. t 
would be permanently doubled in value by reunion. 

I do .not shut my eyes to the fact that reunion, bringing free entrance 
of British products, would cause serious disturbance to many manu
facturing interests near the Atlimtic coast, which have been built up 
under the protective system. But, sensitive as the American is said to 
be to the influence of the dollar, there is a chord in his natur~the 
patriotic-which is much more sensitive still. Judging from my 
knowledge of the American manufacturers, there are few who would 
not gladly make the necessary pecuniary sacrifices to bring about a 
reunion of the old home and the new. There would be some opposi
tion, of course, from those pecuniarily interested, but this would be 
sllenced by the chorus of approval from the people in general. fo 
private interests or interests of a class or of a section of what would 
then be our common country would or should. be allowed to obstruct a 
consummation so devoutly to be wished. 

If the question be judged in Britain by the material benefits certain 
to flow from it, never in all her history was such enormous material 
gain within her reach, and never as much as now has the future posi
tion of Britain so urgently required just such an assurance of con
tinued prosperity. The development of manufactures in other lands 
seriously menaces her future. She bas already lo t much in cottou 
manufacture, which I fear is never to be regained. The product of. iron 
has fallen from nearly nine to le s than seven millions of tons. We see 
decreases written too often in her trade statistics which might be 
charged to the ebb and flow of industrial affait·s were they not accom
panied by startling increases in like brancht>s in competing nations. 

Her position is the most artificial of all nations, islands thut 
can not grow half enough of food to feed her people, but which 
produce double the amount of manufactured articles they can con
sume. Such a nation in order to be secure of her futut·e must 
have a market for these surplus articles and more land from which 
to draw food for her people. This is precisely what reunion offers-
the most valuable and the most rapidly increasing mai·ket in the 
world for her manufactures, and the richest soil for the production 
of the food she requires. Reunion restores her to ownership in hun
dreds of millions of acres of fresh, fertile soil, the like of which is 
elsewhere unl.."llown, reopens a market for her manufactul'es sufficient 
even to-day to absorb all her sm;plus. 

Reunion will further benefit the United Kingdom in regard to debt 
and taxation, potent factors in the industrial race of nations. The 
national debt per capita of the United States, amounts to .,14, that 
of Britain to $88, that of Canada to $48. 'l'be percentage of taxa
tion in the United States, national, State, and local, to earnings was 
5.04 last decade; in the United Kingdom, 9.03-nearly double. 
When the union is restored it will be upon the basis of uniting also 
the national debts as they stand, and making all a common obliga
tion of the union, so that the United Kingdom would be relieved at 
once of the greater portion of its national deht, and of at least one
half of all its present heavy taxation, even if no reduction of ex
penditure resulted from .having one general govemment, one army and 
navy instead of two. About one-folH'th of all national taxation in 
recent years in the Republic has gone in payment of debt, and a 
much gr·eater proportion recently for pensions, which are temporary, 
so that the current expenses of the general government will after a 
time not require more than one-half the present amount of taxation. 
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The only course for Britain seems to be reunion with her giant 

child, or sure decline to a secondary place, and then to comparative 
insignificance in the future annals of the English-speaking race, 
which is to increase so rapidly in America. Heaven forbid that she 
who has been and yet is so great, and still so deeply reverenced, 
should unwisely choose continued separation and tread a by-path 
apart leading to an inglorious career. Let her statesmen study the 
situation, therefore, and learn that reunion with her American chil
dren is the only sure way to prevent continued deciiD.e. Reunited 
with these, Britain takes a new lease of prosperity; decline Is ar
rested and increase begins. 

Sixth. The influence upon the individual citizen of power in the 
state and especially of power used for great and good ends is im
measurable. The conquering Briton has conquered more and more 
easily as he has had behind him more and more of a record of 
achievements of his race. "I am a Roman citizen" was a boast 
which made him who uttered it not only a greater Roman but a 
greater man. To develop heroes there must be occasions for heroism. 
To develop statesmen the state must have a great part to play in the 
world. Had the Republic remained a mere colony it would never 
have discovered its Franklin, Adams, Hamilton, and Hancock, and 
what would the world have known of Washington ; what part could 
be have ever played to make him Washington? What would the 
world have known of that genius Lincoln, the greatest statesman of 
the century, or of many centuries, had be not been called upon to 
preserve the Republic, . and with a stroke of the pen to make 
4 000 000 slaves freemen? In like manner Hampden, Pym, Elliott and 
Crom~ell would have remained comparatively obscure men but for 
the part which it was possible for them to play upon so large 
a stage as Britain. What the British boy grows to be as a citizen 
largely depends upon how he is fashioned by knowing and dwell
ing upon the history of his country's triumphs and of its leaders 
in the past. What would the Amelican boy become as a citizen 
if he had not his Washington and other Revolutionary heroes to 
Inspire him, and cause the blood to tingle in his veins as he reads 
the story of his country's struggle for independence? What kind 
of a man would the Scotsman be if bereft of the glorious history 
of his country and its Racrifices for the cause of civil and religious 
liberty? He is fed upon and becomes part of Wallace, Knox, and 
Burns. Every state should aim (o be great and powerful, and 
noble in the exercise of its power, because power in the state, 
nobly exercised, is the strongest influence in producing good and 
patriotic citizens. Every citizen, being a constituent part of the 
state under democracy, partakes in some measure of its greatness. 
A small and petty political unity tends to breed small and petty 
men of all classes ; dealing with great affairs broadens and elevates 
tbe character. All these and many other considerations plead for 
reunion. 

Let us now consider th~ position and feelings of the various parts 
of the Engli b-speaking world toward reunion, beginning with Canada. 
Canada would undoubtedly favor reunion. She would gladly reenter 
a race federation of which Britain and the United States were again 
the other members. Therefore it can be said of her: " She is ready." 

Touching the United States, we find the American Union constantly 
adding States. The original 13 have now swollen to 44. Other 
States, now in process of formation, will soon raise the number 
to 50. So quietly are these admissions made that the Natlon is 
Rcarcely aware of them. A convention of the people of a Territory 
dPcides to ask admission to the Union as a State; Congress passes a 
bill of a few lines, which the President signs, admitting the new 
member. Elections are held in the new State for governor, members of 
a State legislature, and officers of the State, and also for Representa
tives and Senators. The latter make their appearance in Washington, 
present their credentials, tnke the oath and their seat in the national 
councils. There is nothing more to be <lone. Tbe State attends to 
all its internal affairs, and the General Government attends to all 
general matter . The American people are favorable to the exten ion 
of national boundaries. No evil, but great good, bas come from every 
succeeding addition to their union. Therefor~ a proposition to reunite 
Britain and the Itepublic would not seem anything novel to them. 
They are used to territorial extension. 

The reunion idea would be bailed with enthusiasm. No idea yet 
promulgated since the formation of union would create such unalloyed 
satisfaction. It would sweep the country. No pa.rty would oppose, 
each would try to excel the other in approval. Therefore as of Can
ada so of the Republic we can say: "She is ready." 

Here we have two members out of the three secured. As far as 
these are concerned, the question might be raised to-morrow. It is 
only when we approach the old home that we are compelled to recog
nize that it is not yet ripe for reunion. But this can not even be said 
ef all of its member . In one of the islands a proposal to become 
part of the great British-American nation would be bailed with delight. 
We can safely say of Jl·eland: " Sbe is ready." 

The position of Scotland in the United Kingdom is that of a small 
State ovet·shatloweu by a great one. She is dissatisfied and is to-day 
demanding power to govern herself after her own ideas. Her posi-

tion as a State among the proposed States of the great reunion would 
be more desirable and infinitely more exalted and more independent 
in every respect than her present position as a State in the small 
union of England, Ireland, and Wales. And not one particle would 
she be less distinctively Scotland than she is Scotland to-day. Indeed, 
she would be more Scotlmld than she is now Scotland, because the 
rights which a State in the reunion would bold are the rights of 
sovereignty. She would be supreme within her borders with a national 
parliament and full control over her land, her church, her education, 
and all her national institutions. She would only s11rrender to a 
general parliament control of certain stated affairs of an international 
character. After a short camp-aign of explanation throughout my na
tive land I am confident we should be able to say of Scotland, " She 
is ready"; and what Scotland requires is all that Wales requires, when 
of her we could also say, .r· sh~ is ready." Her status would also be 
raised, not depressed, by reentering the greater union. Scotland would 
be more Scotland, Ireland more Ireland, Wales more Wales than they 
are at present. What great difference would it make to Wales, Ire
land, and Scotland if their representatives to the supreme council 
should proceed to Washington instead of to London? Yet this is all 
the change that would be required, and for this they would have 
insured to them all the rights of independent States and free access 
to the only market which can make and keep them prosperous. 

The sole remaining member is England, and we confess that much 
has to be accomplish~d in the way of change before she can be 
induced to again accept the headship of the race as the oldest and 
most revered member in a great reunion which, however, she could 
not expect to dominate as she now dominates the present union of the 
three small States, containing less than one-third of her own population, 
which constitute with _her the United Kingdom. But the greater union 
would be one in which although she could not be all-powerful, yet she 
would undoubtedly be first, and regarded with all the deference due 
to age and motherhood. 

At first glance the Briton who considers this question may feel that 
the proposed reunion would involve the giving up of his separate 
nationality, with its unequaled history, its triumphs, and all that 
makes the sceptered isle the object of his love and ndmiration. There 
is nothing whatever in this. Not a line of the long scroll would be 
dimmed, not a word erased. The past Ciln not be obscured, and the 
future, under the proposed reunion with the other branches of her 
own race, may be trusted to be grander than the past, as the power 
and career of the reunited nation must be greater than that of any 
of its branches. Officials may be expected to denounce the idea of 
reunion, fearing that their positions under the new regime would 
be, not less dignified, but less likely to be theirs. But the people of 
Britain have no cause to fear that anything would be taken from 
them, and every reason to see that much would be added. We observe 
in the hiStory of the world that patriotism is ever expansive. Cen
turies ago the people of Perugia and Assisi, 15 miles apart, were 
deadly enemies, attacked each other, and played at making war and 
treaties. Even St.. Francis was wounded In one of these campaigns. 
The patriotism of the Perugian and the Assisian could not embrace 
an area so great as 15 miles. To-day patriotism stretches over hun
dreds of miles, in some case::; thousands of miles, and does not lose 
but gain in intensity as it covers a wider area. ThE-re is more to 
be patriotic about. The patriotism of to-day, which melts when pushed 
beyond the shores of the island of Britain, may safely be trusted to 
partake in the- near future of the expansive quality. It will soon 
grow and cover the doings of the race wherever situated, beyond the 
bounds of the old home. Professor Freeman, under the influence of 
this wider and nobler patriotism, has already been compelled to 
declare: 

" Ile is no Englishman at heart, he has no true fecling of the 
abiding tie of kindred, who deems that the glory and greatne s or 
the child (Republic) is other than part of the glory and greatness of 
the parent." 

National patriotism or pride can not, therefore, prove a serious 
obstacle in the way of reunion. 

It is to be carefully pondered that bad separation never occurred 
it would long since have been necessary for the larger part of the 
population to be represented in the General Pa1·liament. It is not 
conceivable that seventy millions of citizens upon one side of the 
At1antic would consent to be governed by thirty-eight on the other. 
If they were so, they would prove themsel-ves most unde ·lrable members 
of any union. Free-born Britons should have no union with such 
people. It is because they are British and masterful and will have 
equality with other Britons that it is desirable or even safe to unite 
with them. Long ere this, therefore, the representatives of 70,000,000 
would be greater in number than the representatives of 38,000,000; 
and consequently the condition of England or even Britain in this 
Greater Britain could not have been that of one member overshadow
ing all the rest. When reunion takes place no one State can have 
such power. England would be more powerful than any ix of the 
numerous States ; but she would not be more powerful than aL com
bint>d. Nor is it desirable that any one member should be so. If 
Britain were to tand for this, it would be equivalent to saying that 
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even If the American Colonies had not seceded she herself would 
ho. ve seceded from them under the policy of rule or ruin and of 
refusal to consider her fellow citizens as political equals. 

Numerous as would be the States comprising the reunited nation, 
each possessing equal rights, still Britain, as the home of the race, 
would ever retain precedence-first among equals. However great 
the number of the children who might sit around her in cQuncil, 
there could never be but one mother, and that mother, Britain. 

To resolve to enter no federation of the race in which Britain's 
vote would not outweigh all the others combined would be to assign 
to Britain a petty future indeed, since the race can not increase much 
in the l:Jnited Kingdom and is certain to be soon numbered by hun
dreds of millions in America. " Think what we lost when we lost 
you," said a Briton recently to an American. "Ah," replied the 
American, " but just think what we lost." " What did you lose?" 
"llritain," was the reply. This was true; the loss was mutual-as 
the gain from reunion will be mutual. Each in losing itseli will 
regain the other. 

The impediments to reunion may here be mentioned and considered: 
First among these the gt·eat colonial empire, upon which Britain 

justly dwells with pride. The colonial, however, is a mere tem
porary stage in the development of nations. All colonies which 
prosper and grow ultimately develop into independent states. These 
always have done so, and they always will. It is certain that 
Australasia will have a new confederation i.f she fulfills the expecta
tions of many as to her future growth. If, however, she does not in
crease in the future faster than she has been doing for sometime, 
she will no doubt long remain as at present under the protectorate 
of the old land. There would be no objection to her remaining under 
the protection of the reunion. The numerous small settlements and 
dependencies could in like manner also remain. There is, therefore, 
no valid obstacle in the colonial feature. 

India, with its grave responsibilities, remains. No branch of the 
race now clear of any share in these would willingly consent to become 
a partner in them. India, called the "Brightest Jewel in the Crown," 
may be _" red" again some day. My experience in India, traveling 
as an American, gave me an Insight into the forces and aspirations 
of its people which the citizen of the conquering nation is never per
mitted to obtain. The wisest and most cautious statesmanship alone 
can lead in peace the two hundred and eighty millions of India to 
self-government; and much has been done by the education of the 
people to render tlie bestowal of self-government upon them inevitable. 
British occupation of that vast country is necessarily temporary. Brit
ain will ere long be relieved from its dangerous position there. The 
right of self-government will be granted to the people, who will be 
ready upon short notice to establish themselves as an independent 
power. There is really no longer any decided advantage to the 
parent land in colonies, or in dependencies like India, since there has 
been conferred upon these freedom of trade with all nations and the 
right to tax imports, even from the parent land. Britain· retains the 
trade of these regions because she can best supply their wants and 
this she could do just as completely were they Independent. Trade 
pays no attention to flags; it follows the lowest price current. India, 
therefore, can soon be placed upon the road to Independence and the 
llrltish-American · union would guide it to this as well as the present 
Union of the United Kingdom. 

The position of Britain in regard to European questions, which 
might alarm America, is rapidly changing. The doctrine of noninter
vention is strong enough, even to-day, to give her practical immunity 
from participation in European wars. Were Britain part of the 
Re-United States all that she would be interested about in Europe 
would be fully secured; namely, the protection of her own soil and 
the command of the seas. No balance of power, no occupatibn of 
Egypt, or any similat: question would be of the slightest importance. 
The reunited nation would be prompt to repel any assault upon the 
soli or the rights of any of its parts. · 

The monarchical form of government is admittedly a cause of dis· 
union, but this form is not eterne. Scarcely a session of Parliament 
passes which does not in some department bring about an assimilation 
of political Institutions to those of Canada and the United States. It 
is recognized by n.ll that Britain is no longer a government of the 
few, but has really become in substance a democracy. A house of 
hereditary legislators is of all present institutions probably destined 
to have the shortest life in Britain. The House of Lords iB not effec
tive as a legislative chamber, even to-day. With its abolltion or reform 
the question of maintaining an hereditary head of the state will follow. 
The opinion is often expressed in Britain that the Prince of Wales is 
probably to be the last official sitting by hereditary right. It is said 
that this opinion has been expressed by the prince himself. From what 
wise friends who know the prince tell me, I am persuaded that he is 
the last man in the world to stand in the way of healing a separation 
which he so constantly deplores, and unless the estimate formed by 
all, of the patriotism, virtues, and character of Her Majesty herself 
be strangely awry, she would give up much beyond her crown to be 
the peacemaker who brought reunion to he1· race. Strange almost 
beyond explanation is the fact that this woman, from one point of 

view bereft of political power, a mere instrument in the h:mds of 
her elected ministers, nevertheless is iu this omnipotent. She is the 
only one who could by a sublime act reunite the separated branches 
of her .race. Never in the history of the world has it been in the 
power of any human being to perform so great an act, or to secure so 
commanding a place among " the immortal few who were not born 
to die." All the saints in the calendar would give place to St. Vic
toria were Providence to favor her by calling her to perform a mission 
so fraught with blessing to her people and to the world. There would 
be but two names set apart forever in the annals of the English· 
speaking race-names further beyond all other names than any name 
now known to man is beyond that of all his fellows-Victoria and 
Washington-patron saints of our race; he the conqueror, who manlike 
drew the sword in righteous quarrel ; she, womanlike, the angel of 
peace and reconciliation ; each adding luster to the other and equal 
in · power and glory. 

For such a mission and such a destiny even Queen \ictoria on 
bended knee might pray. 

In England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales a proposition to make 
all officials elective by the people after Victoria passes away, which 
God grant must be long is the prayer of every American, would 
command a heavy vote. It Is thought by many that the majority 
would be great, indeed, in al.l the members of the United Kingdom 
for the abolition of hereditary legislators. Before the question of 
reunion is ripe for settlement in England there will remain no 
trace of hereditary privilege. As the Scotsman some years ago so 
well said : " Democracy means, and rightly means, that privilege shall 
cease." 

There remains the question of the established church, which at 
present would create an insuperable obstacle to reunion ; but it has 
already been abolished in one of the members of the United Kin~
dom and Is about to b~ abolished in another; and it is only a question 
of a few years ere it be also abolished in Scotland. 

This leaves us again with only England as the obstructive member 
to reunion ; but as with the House of Lords, the colonial system, and 
the monarchy, so with the established church, even in England. What 
has been adopted in three members of the United Kingdom will 
finally be adopted in the ·fourth. The tendency of the age is fatal 
to making any sect the favorite of the State. Equal protection to all, 
favor to none, is the doctrine in regard to religious bodies. The 
question of an established church in the one member, England, there
fore, will not exist to prevent reunion. 

We might from one point of view consider the idea of " imperial 
federation" an obstacle to reunion, but it is really a. help, for the 
discussion of that question can only pave the way for the acceptance 
of the only desirable federation. It needs only to be pointed out to 
Britain that, granted imperial federation acquired, she would obtain 
little or no extension of markets and could then only hope to be a 
member of a union which comprised a very small portion of the race. 
The growth of the English-speaking race during the last 10 years 
is ominous when considered in its bearing upon the imperial federa· 
tion idea. In 1880 a federation of England and her colonies would 
have contained 42,308,843 people. The population of the Republic 
at that time was 50,155,788. Contrast now these figures with those of 
1890. Imperial federation would have embraced in 1890, 46,437,974. 
The population of the Republic was then 62,622,250. Thus in 10 
short years the American Republic has added twelve and a half 
milllons to its population; the members of the proposed "imperial 
federation " only four and a quarter millions. The United Kingdom 
increased only 2,638,000, Canada only 508,000, Australasia-Queens· 
land, Victoria, New South Wales, New Zealand, Tasmania, etc.-com
bined, only 1,024,193, sundry small settlements the remainder. 

Let it be assumed that the two branches increase in the same pro
portion as for the last 10 years, and 
1900 will show: 

Imperial federation ----------------------------- 50, 600, 000 
The Republic----------------------------------- 78, 100, 000 

1910 will show: 
Imperial federation------------------------------ 55, 600, 000 
The RepubliC----------------------------------- 97,600,000 

1920 will show: 
Imperial federation ----------------------------- 61, 100, 000 
The RepubliC----------------------------------- 122,000,000 

1930 will show : 
Imperial federation______________________________ 67, 200, 000 The Republic ___________________________________ 152,500 000 

1940 will show : ' 
Imperial federation______________________________ 73, 900, 000 
The RepubliC----------------------------------- 190,600,000 

This will be the result only 50 years hence, when men now in man
hood will still be Uvlng. 

If the estimate be carried forward for 50 years more, making the 
complete century, the figures will stand ; 
Imperial federation __ -_ _______________________________ 119 000 000 
The Republic _______________________________________ 5Bl:ooo:ooo 

We have considered here the two parts-Republic and Empire-as 
two solid bodies, the increase of the Republic, 1880 to 1890, having 
been 24.87 per cent, the empire's average increase 10 per cent; the 
United Kingdom's increase--8.17-has been, of course,' less than the 
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average; Canada's inerease, t1 per cent, just 1 per cent above the 
average; and Australasia's percentage of increase much higher, 89 
per cent. It ts not probable that any of the parts in either empire 
or Republic will maintain the past rate of increase; especially is 1t 
considered improbable by experts that the United Kingdom can in
crease much, since other countries are becoming better able to supply 
their own wants. Australasia bas only added 1,000,000 in 10 years, 
and this chiefly in the first years of the decade. Her future, as the 
home of a great population, is not yet considered quite clear. Canada, 
tmder present conditions, is not likely to do more than maintain her 
slow rate of increase. The Republic seems likely to more nearly keep 
up its present rate of increase than the others, so that it is quite 
safe to assume that at least the relative difference between imperial 
federation and the United States, here indicated, will be maintained. 

If Britain, America, and Canada were to reunite to-day, the popula
tion of the reunion would be 108,000,000. All the other parts of the 
English-speaking race would not number 5,000,000. It is into such a 
complete race reunion of her people that the door is now wide open 
for the parent land to enter and take first place--first among equals. 
In view of this high destiny, hers for the asking, who Is be among her 
citizens who can sit down and deliberately plan for his country such a 
future as these figures prove would be hers under imperial federation. 
I ca.n not understand how any true Btiton can so far forget what is 
due to the mother land. No patriot surely can or will longer connect 
hlm~elf with a movement which bas for its aim so miserable an end. 
If the imperial federationist be willing to unite with a few millions of 
people at the antipodes, who will not even entertain the idea of im
ports under free trade, much Jess " duty free," what objection can be 
raise to reunion with the main body of our race, only five days' sail 
from his shores, who offer not free trade only, which allows taxes 
upon imports for revenue, but entrance of everything duty free. I 
confidently appeal to the sterling patriotism which animates the im
perial federationists and inspires them with ardent wishes for the 
future of their land to discard the narrow idea which tends to defeat 
their dearest hope. I beseech them to come with us who seek the 
reunion of' all. 

In the affairs of nations as well as in those of individuals there is 
a tide which not taken at the flood swings the ship of state from the 
main channel into the shoals and eddies where future progress is im
possible. 

It may confidently be expected there will arise in Britain a strong 
public sentiment protesting against the effort of some to relegate her 
to a subordinate rOle through an imperial federation which falls to 
federate the mass of the race. 

From a review of the present position of the question we find that 
even to-day we can say Canada, the United States, and Ireland are 
ready for reunion ; that Scotland presents no great difficulty; neither 
does Wales, and both have everything to gain and nothing to lose by 
reunion ; and that the causes of continued disunion which admittedly 
exist in England are rapidly vanishing and are all melting away like 
snow in the sunshine; the colonial empire, the Indian question, Euro
pean entanglements present no insuperable obstacle, and hereditary 
privilege and a national church are doomed. The present generation 
is to find several of tllese obstructions abolished; the succeeding genera
tion probably is to find no trace of any of them. 

Let no man imagine that I write as a partisan in dealing with these 
questions. I know no party in this great argument either in America 
or in Britain. Whatever obstructs reunion I oppose, whatever pro
motes reunion I favor. I judge all political questions from this stand
point. All party divisions sink into nothingness in my thoughts com
pared with the reunion of our race. 

The ground thus cleared in the only member in which it is now 
cumbered, there is presented to us the spectacle of three branches of 
the race, Britain, Canada, and America, formerly united and now 
enjoying similar institutions but remaining disunited. We · seek in 
vain for any reason why the old quarrel should not be healed, why 
those separated by a difference which no longer exists should not let 
the dead past bury its dead, and once more unite as parts of one 
great whole, just as the two parts of the Republic, plunged into civil 
war by the question of slavery, have again united in bonds more loving 
and more enduring than ever; just as Scotland and England,- after 
long wars and separate existence, have been united, to the incalculable 
advantage of both; just as the Provinces of Canada have united all the 
th1·ee branches in one dominion, having had in their own histories 
experience of the evils and cost of separation and likewise of the ad
vantages flowing from union. That each should now consider a re
union on a greater scale, and yet only a repetition of what each has 
already made upon n smal1er scale, seems the most natural thing in 
the world. The residents of any member of the reunited nation will 
be nearer in time to the common center than the residents of the north 
of Scotland were to London at the time of the union ; nearer than the 
residents of the exh·emitles of the Republic were to Philadelphia when 
the Federal Union was formed. And in addition to thl.s the citizen 
in any part of the new federation, by means of the telegraph, really 
will sit within the precincts of the Capitol; almost, it might be said, 

within hearing of the proceedings of the national councils. Properly 
viewed, the reun.lon of the Briton, American, and Canadian will be 
less of a step forward than was the union of Scotland and England, 
the union of the Provinces of Canada, or the American Union, the 
parts to be reun.lted by such a federation being in every true sense 
nearer together, and the new empire more compact, than were the 
parts of either of these three unions at the date of their origin. 

The means by which reunion is to be accomplished are ready to 
band. There is sitting at this moment in Parts a conference com
posed of delegates from London, Ottawa, and Washington charged 
by the three branches of our race to obtain a satisfactory basis for 
the preservation of the seals in Bering Sea. After their ta k has 
been concluded the same distinguished men, each among the foremost 
citizens of the respectiye branches, could meet in London and sug
gest a basis for restoring the union which only a century ago so 
happily existed between Btitaln, Canada, and America and made 
them one nation. It would be o easy a task that its very sim
plicity amazes and renders us incredulous, but most of the important 
successes and most valuable discoveries have been remarkable for this 
very feature. 

As easy as Le Cling's setting types, as easy as Franklin's drawing 
the lightning down, as Newton's divining the meaning of a falling 
apple, or Galileo of a swinging lamp, or Watts the raising of a kettle 
lld by the force of the escaping steam, as Spencer's survival of the 
fittest, as Darwin's origin of species-, as Columbus sailing westward, 
or the making of the American Constitution-the Gordian knot is 
always easily cut, so easily that the only wonder is that it was not 
done before. Nothing mysterious, elaborate, or difficult reaches to 
the root and changes the face of the world, or the trend of events. 
The road always lies broad, open, straight, obvious to all transcen
dent successes; there is no bidden, tortuous, and narrow path to 
anything truly great. Some day, therefore, delegates fl·om tbe three 
now separated branches will meet in London and readily agree upon 
and report for approval and ratification a basis for the restoration 
of an indissoluble union of indestructible states. 

This may all seem Utopian, but we have had many prophetic 
voices, concerning both Britain and America, more than fulfilled, 
which were at the time of their inspired utterance much wilder than 
anything herein suggested. It may be all a dream and I but a mere 
dreamer of dreams. So be it. But if it be true that be who always 
dreams accomplishes nothing, so also is it none the less true that 
he who never dreams is equally barren of achievement. And if it be a 
dream, it is a dream nobler than most realities. If it is never to 
be realized, none the less 1t should be realized, and shame to those 
who come after us if it be not. I believe it wlll be, for all progress 
is upon its side. All that tends to the brotherhood of man tends 
to promote it. The tendency of the age is toward consolidation. We 
havEl behind us and with us, urging its consummation, all tbe mighty 
forces of civilization. The parliament of man and the federation of 
the wot·ld have already been balled by the poet, and the e mean n 
step much farther in advance of the proposed reunion of Britain 
and America than that reunion is in advance of the Canadian Con
federation, of the American "L'nion, or the "L'nion of England and 
Scotland, all already accomplished. 

Readers will kindly note that this is a look ahead- bow far ahead 
I shall not attempt to guess-nevertheless it is ahead, and some 
time, somehow, it is to come to pass. I see it with the eye of faith, 
the faith of the devotee which carries with it a realizing S('nse of 
certain fulfilment. 

Time may dispel many pleasing illusions and destroy many noble 
dreams, but it shall never shllke my belief that the wound caused by 
the wholly unlooked for and undesired separation of the mother from 
her child is not to bleed forever. 

Let men say what they will, therefore, I say that as surely as the 
sun in the heavens once shone upon Britain and America united, so 
surely is it one morning to rise, shine upon, and greet again " The 
Re-"L'nited States," "The British-American Union." 

ANDREW CARNEGIE. 

Dm·ing the reading of the article, 
Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I suggest the ab ence of a 

·quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WILLis in the chair). 

The absence of a quorum is suggested. The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen
ators answered to their names: 
Ashurst Ernst Heflin 
Bingham Ferris Howell 
Blease Fess J obnson 
Borah Frazier Jones, Wash. 
Brookhart George Kendri r..k 
Butler Gillett Keyes 
Capper Gotr King 
Copeland Gooding La I~oliett€ 
CUrtis Ilale Lenroot 
Dale Harris McKellar 
Deneen Harrison McMaster 

McNary 
Mayfield 
1\Ietcalf 
Moses 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 
Oudie 
Overman 
Pepper 
Pine 
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Pittman Scba11 Stanfield Warren 
Reed, Mo. Sheppard Swanson Watson 
Reed, Pa. Ship tead Trammell Weller 
Robinson, Ark. Smtth Wadsw()rth Wheeler 
:::lackett Smoot Walsh . Willis 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators having an
swered to their names, a quorum is present 

The reading of the article from the North American Review 
having been concluded, 

Mr. CURTIS. Ur. President, does the Senator from Mis
souri desire to conclude his speech to-night? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not . . 
Mr. CURTIS. Then, if the Senator will yield to me, I will 

make a motion. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 

yield to the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr. REED of Missouri. I will be glad to yield. 

BE CESS 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate take a recess until 11 
o'clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I suggest to the Senator that he 
make it 12 o'clock. 

Mr. CURTIS. ·we can not do that. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 

the Senator from Kansas that the Senate take a recess until 
11 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess uritil to-morrow, Wednes~ay, 
January 20, 1926, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TUESDAY, J anuar'Y 19, 19~6 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order 
by the Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer : 

0 Lord, our Lor:d, how excellent is Thy name. Wilt thou 
come to us in the compassion of our heavenly Father. Thou 
who giveth us all things richly to enjoy, in chastisement and 
rebuke, r emember mercy. Do Thou stoop to our needs and 
help us to see great things out of Thy law. Grant newness of 
zeal and opportunity to all. Oh, teach us how the good may 
rrevail and help us to hold onto- its achievements. May we 
hear the call to the higher states of power and blessing. 
Keep before us not success, not greatness, not victory, but 
fidelity to the public good, through Christ our Saviour. Amen. 

The J ow·nal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

LEAVE TO .ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. LINTHICUM rose. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

Maryland rise? 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed 
to answer to their names: 

[Roll No. 20] 
Auf der Heide Cullen Hangen Parks 
Barkley Darrow Hawley Phillips 
Bell Davey Hudson Purnell 
Berger Deal Johnson, Ill. Quayle 
Black, N. Y. Dempsey Kiess Raker 
Bloom Denison Kindred Ransley 
Boylan Dickinson, Iowa McFadden Rayburn 
Brand, Ohio Dickstein McLaughlin, Nebr. Rouse 
Brigham Dolle McSwain Sanders, N. Y. 
Burdick Es erly MacGregor Somers, N. Y. 
Butler Fredericks Mead Spearing 
Canfield Free Merritt Sullivan 
Carew Fuller Morin Sumners, Tex. 
Celler Gallivan Norton Upshaw 
Connally, TeL Glynn O'Connell, N. Y. Wefald 
Connolly, Pa. GoldPr . O'Connor, La. · Welsh 
Cooper, Wis. Goldsborough O'Connor, N. Y. Zihlman 
Crowther Green, Iowa Parker 

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and sixty 1\Iembers have 
answered to their names, a quorum. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call. 

The SPElA.KER. The gentleman from Connecticut moves to 
dispense with further proceedings under the call. The question 
is on agreeing to that motion. · 

The motion was agreed to. 
The doors were opened. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unaniJpous consent, 1\Ir. HuDsoN (at the request of l\Ir. 
1\I.APEs) was granted leave of absence indefinitely, on account 
of illness. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL 
Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re olve 

itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the naval 
appropriation b111. The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [1\Ir. 

LEHLBACH] will please take the chair. · 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid
eration of the naval appropriation bill, with Mr. LEHLBACH in 
the chair. 

The CIL.URl\IAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R. 7554, the naval appropriation bill, which the 
Clerk mll report by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7554) making appropriations for the Navy Department 

and the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. To ask unanimous consent to address Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield to myself one hour at 
the House for two minutes. first. I ask unanimous consent to revise and extend my re-

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani- marks on this bill. 
mous consent to address the House for two minutes. Is there The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho a. ks unani-
objection? . mous co~sen.t to revise and extend his remarks on the bill. Is 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker if it is not to read into the there ObJection? 
RECORD a speech by Governor Ritchje, of Maryland, I shall not Mr. LINTHICUM. Re erving the right t~ object, are they to 
object; but if it is on that subject, I shall object. be the gentleman's own re~arks or some prmted matter? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I will say to the gentleman that it is not Mr. FRENCH. They will be my own remarks, though I may 
ou that subject. If it were on that subject, 1t could not be done ?-Se ~ quotation here ~nd .there, or something of that kind; but 
in two minutes. That is not my purpose. 1t Will be right on this bill. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I object. It takes up time. The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. LINTHICUM. I am only asking for two minutes. I There was no objection. 

ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that I may be allowed .Mr. FRENO~. Mr. Chairman and. gentlemen o_f the com-
one minute in which to address the House. nuttee, I am gomg to ask that for a time I be not mterrupted, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? as I shall plan to cover the-essential items in the bill and the 
Mr. DOWELL. The same objection. programs we have had in mind in shaping the recommenda

NO QUORUM-c.A.LL OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no 
quorum. 

tions that we bring to your consideration. In that way I 
think we shall make progress. 

The SPEAKER. 
_present. 

To-day we take up consideration of the Navy appropriation 
bill, and in my opening statement I want to present a sort 

It is evident that there is no quorum of general picture of the Navy, of the factors your committee 

Mr. TILSON. I move a call of the House. 
A call of the House was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close 

' Sergeant at Arms will summon the absentees, 
will call the roll. 

The doors were closed. 

LXVII-150 

had to take into consideration in shaping the bill, and indicate 
to you not only the items as we see them involved in the present 
bill but point out in a general way future policy as it involves 

the doors, the appropriations from our Government. 
and the Clerk We must have -a Navy that is adequate to the country's de-

fense and adequate to such emergencies as it is possible for 
human foresight to indicate will arise within any near future. 
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Our program must have relation to the limitation of arma

ment conference treaties and as I see it to the programs of 
other nations. 

Our program must have relation to the finances of the 
country and to the regard that our Congress must pay to the 
burden of taxation that re ts upon our people. 

NEED FOR ECOXOliY 

When the President delivered his message at the. beginning 
of the Congress in December, he used these words: 

Economy is the method by which we prepare to-day to afford the 
improvements to-morrow. -

The President in his message called attention to the ex
penditure::; of the Government and pointed out that for the 
present fiscal seru.· the expenditures, exclusive of the Postal 
Service, will run at approximately $3,100,000,000, of which 
amount approximately $1,920,000,000 may b~ regarded as rep
resenting disbur ·ements on account of past wars, includi)lg, of 
course, pension·, compensations, interest, and such items as 
that, leaving a balance of approximately $1,180,000,000 as the 
cost of the Government for ordinary purposes. 

The Pre ·ident then pointed out that the War and the Navy 
Departments call for $642,000,000 for the current fiscal year, 
of which tile Navy's share is $303,000,000. Probably I should 
say that in addition to this amount an item that was charged 
to the fiscal year 1925 and carried in the second deficiency act, 
approved on l\farch 4 of that year, added additional appropria
tion. of $17,000,000. Possibly every dollar of that amount has 
been or will be expended not i.n 1925, but in 1926,'and a better 
picture would b~ given if I would say that for the current year 
the Navy's share is roundly $320,000,000. 

I believe that the Congress will be interested in a statement 
showing the direct and indirect appropriations for a period of 
seYeral years, and I am presenting a table, which I direct to 
your attention: 

Nat'y e:rpenditttres 

Appropriations 

Year 
Direct Indirect 

1921.---------------------------- 1 $433, 279, 574. 00 ----------------
1922--. -------------------------- 1 410, 673, 289. 23 ----------------
1923----------------------------- 2!H, 873, 697.00 I $8,000,000.00 
lll24--- -------------------------- 294, 4.56, 528. 00 35, 450, 000. 00 
1925.---------------------------- 275,105,067.00 22,500,000.00 
11l26.-- -------------------------- 302, 862, 378. 00 ------------- ---
1927 (estimates)__________________ 322,869,430.00 5, 000,000.00 

1 Naval act. 
I Maximum. 

Total 

$433,279,574.00 
410, 673, 289. 23 
302,873, 697.00 
329, 906, 528. 00 
297,605,067. 00 
302,862,378.00 
327, 869, 430. 00 

Please bear in mind that the actual authorized expenditure 
for 1926 is nearer three hundred and twenty millions on ac
count of the authorization to which I have just referred. 

Now, I want to present to the House a table showing the 
estimated expenditures for 1927 and the expenditures proposed 
in the bill that we have placed before you: 

Estimated, 1927 Proposed, 1927 

Direct appropriations: 
Navy Department_____________________________ $4,240,070 
Naval service·--------------------------------- 316,714,960 

$4,282,070 
312, 992, 717 

Total __ _ ------------------------------------- 320, 955, 030 317, 274, 7'i5l 
Indirect appropriations, naval service______________ 5, 000,000 5, 000,000 
Contract authorizations, naval service______________ 4, 100,000 9, 082,000 
Reappropriation, naval service_______ ______________ 75,000 76,000 

Grand totaL--------------------------------- 330, 130,030 I 331,431,787 

Let me direct attention to one other factor that has to do with 
the total. Of the amount reported in the present bil). the sum of 
$4,100,000 becomes necessary to provide for maturing contracts 
on account of aviation material for which we did not need to 
appropriate money in the current year. Again the bill carries 
contract authorizations of $9,082,000, for which we do not 
need in 1927 to make direct appropriations of money. This 
sum includes one item of $4,100,000 for aviation contracts and 
another item of $4,982,000 contract authorization, in addition 
to a direct appropriation of $1,000,000 for Pearl Harbor. 

So then the bill that we bring to your attention to-day calls 
for a money ap-propriation of $317,274,787. You contrast those 
figures with the expenditures for the Navy during the last pre
ceding five or six years. You will notice that they are well 
below the figures for 1921 and 1922. On the other hand, they 
are slightly above the figures for the current year. 

The Members of the Congress will recall that in presenting 
the naval appropriation bill two years ago I made the state
ment that at the close of the World War we had on hand a vast 
amount of naval supplies that l1appily had not been needed by 
the time the armistice was signed. I said that for several 
years following the war we had been drawing upon those sup
plies and, further, that we had been sup-plementing the direct 
appropriations obtained through the sales of supplies in large 
amounts. In 1924 we supplemented the direct appropriations 
by indirect ap.propriati(}ns aggregating $35,450,000. In 1925 
our indirect appropriations were $22,500,000. I told you in 
presenting the bill for 1925 that we could never look forward 
to any considerable indirect appropriations for the future be
cause the funds would not be available from which large in
direct appropriations could be made. For the current year the 
bill carried nothing. In the pending bill the amount carried 
is $5,000,000, and again I must remind you that in the future 
the Congress and the country must expect little or no appro
priations of indirect character. 

Having made this general statement touching the amounts 
carried in the bill I believe we shall make time if I shall refer 
to a few items, essential items they are, but which have not 
received material modification at the hands either of the Budget 
Bureau or of the committee that has reported the bill. 

BUREAU OF YARDS L'D DOCKS 

OPERATION, UPKEEP, REPAIR, AND l?tlPROVE:\IENT 

The Budget estimate under this head is $6,750,000, the same 
as the current appropriation. The committee proposes an 
appropriation of $7,000,000. Out of the 1925 appropriation but 
$2,585,517.97 was expended for repairs at the various shore 
establishments. On property costing originally $300,989,418, it 
is quite apparent that some things have had to be neglected. 
There is no question but that the general policy of retrench
ment has caused an accumulation of repair work in the navy 
yards, some of a character which should not longer be deferred. 
It is because of this that the committee is proposing to go be
yond the Budget to the extent of $250,000. 

SALE OB' USELESS PROPERTY 

With the view to stimulating action on the part of the de
partment the committee is including a provision in the appro-
priation for "Maintenance, Bureau of Yards and Docks," 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy to submit 
to Congress at its next session a comprehensive plan for neces
sary improvements and permanent construction at navy yards, 
naval stations, and Marine Corps bases, founded on using funds 
received from the sale of property no longer needed for naval 
purposes when the sale thereof shall have been authorized. 
There is a growing need .for improvements and permanent con
struction in both the Navy and Marine Corps and it would 
seem that useless property offers a way to raise a fund that 
would in part, at least, defray the cost. 

PUBLIC WORKS 

For specific improvement projects at navy yards and naval 
stations the Budget proposes appropriations totaling $2,584,300. 
The committee propose $2,635,300, an increase of $51,000, of 
which $15,000 is for correcting the really deplorable condition 
prevailing at the Great Lakes Naval Training Station by rea
son of inadequate prison facilities, and the remainder, $36,000, 
is for continuing maintenance dredging at the navy yard, 
Charleston, S. C., for which no funds are carried in the Bud
get. Conditions at Charleston are such that unless the river 
in front of the yard is dredged regularly the dry dock at the 
yard can not be used: · 

The act approved March 4, 1925 ( 43 Stat. 1269), authorized 
the Secretary of the Navy to proceed with improvement to 
channel and harbor at the naval station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, 
at a cost not to exceed $5,982,000. In pursuance of that author
ization the Budget carries an item of $1,000,000, without 
authority, intentionally or not, to contract beyond that sum. 
A project of this sort and size can not be handled economically 
by letting the work out in piecemeal fashion, and such a course 
virtually would do away with competition. It is doubtful if 
continental concerns could be induced to bid if we were to 
proceed in that way. The committee, therefore, has included 
in the bill authority to enter into contracts up to the authorized 
limit of cost. 

Another sizable item proposed in the Budget and recom
mended by the committee covers a general improvement pro
gram for the submarine base at Pearl Harbor. This base was 
inspected by a number of members of the committee during the 
past summer: and the conditions obtaining there, in their 
judgment, fully warrant the proposed appropriation -·of 
$430,000. 
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The act of March 4, 1025, previously referred to, also author

ized the Secretary of the Navy to acquire, by purchase or con
demnation, such land as he may deem necessary in the vicinity 
of South Brooklyn, N. Y., known as the third Bush lot, now 
under lease to the Navy Department, for addition to the site 
·of the naval supply depot, at a cost not to exceed $330,000. 
The Budget estimates include $330,000 to enable the Secretary 
of the Navy to acquire such property and the committee recom
mends concurrence. The power plant for the supply depot is 
situated on the lot in question and the lease to the lot will 
expire on June 30, 1926. If the owners should refuse to re
lease the property the power plant would be lost. Its removal, 
it is estimated, would cost more than the purchase price of 
the land. The improvements on the abutting property, owned 
by the Navy, have a value in excess of $6,000 000. This value 
would be much enhanced if the adjoining property were ac
quired and would make the entire property more salable 
should that become do irable in the future. 

THE MAniNE CORPS 

For the Marine Corps onr estimates are on the basis of con
tinuing the establishment with an average enlisted strength. of 
18,000 men. The authorized number of officers of the "llanne 
Corps is 1,095, uased on the authorized enlisted _strength of 
27,400 men. The estimates are on the basis of 1,020. The c~m
mittee is not disturbing the Budget estimates for the l\1arrne 
Corps except as previously indicated when I discussed the re
serve situation generally. 

BUREAU OF 1\fEDICINE .AND SGRGERY 

Under the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery the committee 
is proposing, in conformity with the ~udget recommen?,ation, 
to combine the appropriations " Medical Department and 
" Contingent, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery," under the 
name of the former. There is considerable overlapping at 
present, and the change seems to be in the interest of good 
administration. . 

The Budget proposes that $600,00~ of the. n~val hospital 
fund shall be made available for making certam rmprovements 
at existing naval hospitals. The projects, with on.e ex;e~ti~n, 
are of a nature which takes them out of the committees JuriS
diction, and the committee is not recommendi~g them, a~though 
it is believed they have merit. The excepted Item provides for 
the removal of the cemetery at the naval hospital,, New. York, 
N. Y. The estimated cost is $15,000 .. The com~ttee IS pro
posing that this item be allowed. A bill, H. R. 39o9, has been 
introduced authorizing the projects here referred to. 

THE NAVAL RESERVE 

For the first time the committee feels that it can unquali
fiedly indorse the appropriations proposed .on ~ccount of the 
Naval ReEerve. This is because of the leg1slatwn ~nacted at 
the last session ( 43 Stat 1080), in pursuance of ":hiCh ~ c~m
plete reorganization is being effected and a de:fimte ObJective 
has been established. . 

The ·statement of the Chief of the Bureau of NaVIgation to 
the committee gives a very clear picture of what is being done 
and proposed. It is in part as follows : 

The drilling units-divisions, battalions, and quadrons-are organ
ized with a definite objective for each unit, and their quotas of officers 
and men and their forms of organization and the character of their 
training is all based on this objective, which is the manning and com
missioning and joining up with the fleet of certain vessels now out of 
commission (specified by name for each drilling unit) or, in the case 
of aviation units, the formation at specified centers of certain specified 
fighting, bombing, or scouting squadrons. Each officer and man is 
trained for the duties be will be required to perform on the particular 
vessel or with the particular squadron to which his unit is attached, 
and the unit as n whole ts trained for this duty. With this plan of 
organization, and with the reserve crews skeletonized (in order that 

to be a rather ambitious program. The committee, however, is 
recommending the Budget estimate for personnel. 

The current appropriation on account of the Naval Reserve 
is $3,900,000. The Budget estimate for 1927, including a sup
plemental estimate on account of reserve aviation of $230,000, 
but exclusive of the supplemental recommendation for a re
appropliation of $75,000 also on account of reserve aviation, is 
$3,830,000. The o1iginal estimate of $3,600,000 was predicated 
upon withdrawing 28 of the 55 vessels at present assigned to 
training Naval Reserves, ostensibly because of the announced 
intention of the department to give more training on vessels of 
the regular Navy. It is true also that many of the vessels 
now assigned are unseaworthy and are unfit for uses other 
than the conduct of drills while at anchor. The department is 
averse to taking out so many vessels, but the committee is 
advised that even with an amount sufficient to keep them all in 
their present status the department, of its own accord, would 
withdraw a number of them. A list of the reserve districts and 
units and of the vessels assigned appears in the hearings, com
mencing on page 348. Of the units therein listed, 48 have no 
vessel at all, although it is true that 2.5 of the 48 are so situated 
that they may avail themselves of vessels assigned to other 
units. 

The point is, however, that there are not enough vessels to 
go around, and discrimination would continue whether any or 
all should be taken out. The committee, however, feels that 
since the Naval Reserve has just begun, it might be said, to 
"get somewhere," it hardly would be the right thing to inter
fere with the plans of the department, at least to the extent 
that would be necessary under the Budget proposal The com
mittee therefore has raised the Budget estimate by $190,000 
for the exclusive purpose of continuing the assignment of a 
greater number of vessels to reserve units. 

RESERVE AVIATION 

As appears in Admiral Shoemaker's statement, supra, the 
reserve organization plans look to the development of reserve 
aviators for 10 aviation squadrons, comprising 156 planes. 
Here also a definite objective is in view. The original Budget 
estimate fell short of providing for a sufficient number of 
trainees and a sufficient amount of flying time in the view of 
those responsible for the administration of this phase of reserve 
work. A supplemental estimate has been pres·ented which 
meets these objections by providing for the desired amount of 
flight training; a larger reserve of aviation mechanics, so as to 
relieve qmtliiied and student aviators from sucl1 work, that they 
may put all of their time into flight practice and training, and 
also to keep the maximum number of planes in condition for 
such flight and practice training; the training of a larger num
ber of student aviators, and providing for the acquisition of five 
additional training planes exclusively for reserve training. The 
committee is proposing complete allowance of the supplemental 
estimate. 

The hearings on this subject lend encouragement to the plan 
suggested herein under the head of "Aviation " as to looking 
elsewhere than the Naval Academy for our supply of air pilots. 
With proper inducements no difficulty should be experienced. 

MERCHANT 1\fABIKE RESERVE 

The Naval Reserve law impliedly left to future determina
tion whether or not members of this branch of the Naval 
Reserve, consisting of male citizens who follow or who ha•e 
followed the sea as a profession, should be allowed pay sinlply 
for performing their regular duties because of their affiliation 
with the reserve. The committee is proposing that the appro
priation of $23,540 recommended in the Budget for this purpose 
be not granted. While this is a relatively small amount, where 
the practice would lead to no one can say. 

the money available might be stretched as far as possible), 134 vessels, THE FLEET RESERVE 

mostly destroyers, have been designated by name to be thus mobilized The appropriation proposed by the Budget and recommended 
by the fleet reserve, and 10 aviation squadrons, comprising 156 planes. by the committee for the Naval Reserve carries no money for 
The actual number of officers and men required for these duties at the pay of transferred members of the Fleet Reserve, com
mobilization is 1,182 officers an<t13,131 men; and in addition to these posed of men who have had 16 or more years of naval service. 
there are required in the fleet reserve approximately 320 general service At the . time of the hearings there was a total of 6,534 trans
officers for the peace-time administration of these various organizations ferred reservists, who are paid from "Pay of the Navy." 
and for general detail in the event of war. The present strength under There is included in the proposed appropriation on account of 
this classification is 1,059 officers and 5,949 men, but it is expected to such reservists $6,807,660, which is $113,500 more than recom
bring this number up to 1,188 officer!:> and 8,070 men by July 1, 1926, mended in the Budget, being necessary to provide full com
the process of reorganization still going forward and their being money pensation for the transferred fleet reservists recalled to active 
available in this year's appropriation. Within the limit of funds duty with their own consent to act in the capacity of ship
allowed by the Budget in this appropriation, we are asking for 1,340 keepers for vessels assigned for training reservists. The 
o.tneers and 8,070 men for the fiscal year 1927. Budget contemplated that no transferred men should net in the 

The appropriation proposed by the Budget allows for an ~apacity of shipkeepers. The ~ommittee feel~ that it is i.;t ~he 
expansion of 281 officers and 2,121 men over the present jmterest of economy and ~ffic1ency to continue the enst~ng 
strength. If the old reserve be any criterion, that would seem practice. AI; a result of this course the reserve appropriation 
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has been reduced by $175,600, which was carried therein for 
the pay of reserve shipkeepers on the assumption that trans
ferred reservists would be withdrawn. 

Like the Navy, the Marine Corps also has a transferred re
serve list, composed of men who have had 16 or more years of 
service. There were 262 such Marine Corps reservists at the 
time of the hearings on account of whom the Budget carries 
$185,480. The committee is proposing the Budget estimate. 

RESERYES GENEI:ALLY 

The committee believes that the attention of the House 
should be called to the reserve situation generally. That the 
reserves have a necessary and important place in our scheme 
of national defense there is no question. That there should be 
a limit, however, there should be no question. To keep it 
within proper limits under existing law seems to fall to the 
lot of this committee, which should not be. Unless it is 
watched, and closely watched, it will expand to the point 
where we will have accomplished by indirection what we have 
always striven to avoid directly, and that is the establishment 
of a large force in this country possessing military views and 
tendencies which will outnumber and outweigh in voice our 
Regular Establishments. This is not believed to be an over
statement of what may be reasonably expected if we should 
fail to watch the situation closely. At the last session of 
Congress a new Naval Reserve law was enacted. Under the 
terms of that law the Secretary of the Kavy bas the power to 
assign every enlisted man of the Navy and ~1arine Corps. 
with their consent, to the Naval and :Marine Corps Reserve. re
spectively, upon the expiration of their enlistments, and to 
pay them $25 each per anmun. The possible effect of that law 
is obvious. The same law provided a Re::;erve Officers' Training 
Corps for the Navy and for the Marine Corps patterned after 
the Reserve Officers' Training Corps of the Army. The com
mittee is proposing with respect to the Reserve Officers' Train
ing Corps of the Navy to reduce the initial appropriation rec
ommended in the Budget from $45,000 to $-±0,000 and to reful'le 
completely the initial appropriation proposed in tlle Budget of 
$12,500 for the corresponding Marine Corps contingent. The 
1\Iarine Corps has now on active duty practically its full quota 
of regular officers on its authorized strength of 27,400 men. 

NATAL A.VIA.T£0~ 

The committee was fortunate to haYe the benefit of the nmd 
of information developed by recent discussions, inquiries, and 
investigations in considering the fiscal requirements of this 
highly important phase of naval activity. In the ·report of 
the "President's Aircraft Board," dated November 30, 1!):25, 
the board says : 

We find nothing but praise of the personnel engaged In naval avia
tion. The mat~riel at its disposal is likewise generally of high grade, 
as is shown by the almost total abstinence of criticism of materiel 
by the naval witnesses who appeared before us. • • * W'e believe 
that the quality of our naval personnel and of its equipment is at 
least the equal of, and in certain directions superior to, that of any 
other power. 

What the board says finds ample corroboration in the com
mittee's rather exhaustive inquiry into conditions and re
quiremf:'nts, which bows a very gratifying situation to pre
vail. Improvement is going forward under the terms of the 
appropriation act now current and further progress will be 
made under the terms of the accompanying bill. 

PEllSOX~EL 

A supply of trained pilots, and more particularly the source 
of supply, is the only real problem confronting na.-al aviation 
at this time. No shortage exists to-day, but we should not 
delay preparing for to-morrow. Full cooperation between sur
face and air forces is dependent upon officers of the line being 
schooled in the air arm. It is a matter of administration to 
accomplish thi , subject to funds being available. Whether 
the line officer, though, should be the pilot of a plane, and we 
should look to the Naval Acadf:'my for our future supply, is a 
matter for serious reflection. Unquestionably, squadrons and 
wings and other flight formations should be commanded. by line 
officers who have qualified as ayiators, and observers, too, 
should be qualified Naval Academy graduates, but the matter 
of plane operators is one which the committee feels should be 
studied and solved by the appropriate legislative committee 
bl'fore the department proceeds too far under existing law in 
settling the issue itself. 

In the matter of increasing the number of pilots from the 
enlisted personnel, either of the Navy or of the l\Iarine Corps, 
your committee found that while there are at this time about 
90 qualified pilots within the enli ted men's ratings of the 
Navy and about 17 fi·olll the enlisted personnel of the Marine 

Corps, the officers from the Bureau of Aeronautics indicated 
that it would be quite desirable to increase the number of pilots 
from the enlisted personnel to about 150 upon the basis of 
present study tou~hing efl:'ectiye work that could be done hy 
enlisted men. This question 1s one that the committee feels 
at tll.is til?e should be b~ndled within the department, and 
esp~c1ally m view of the d1rect study that is being given to the 
subJect. 

The committee ventures to suggest the establishment of a 
new grade ?f "fl!ght ensign" in the Navy, to be compo. ed of 
men who w1ll enlist for duty as naval aviators for a period of 
four years and who will at the same time should thev not re
enlist, agree to serve in the Naval Reserve' for a further period 
of four ;rears. Flight ensigns, it is suggested should rank 
with but a~ter ensigns of the line of the Navy, ~hould receive 
corre~pondmg pay and allowances plus flying pay, be given 
reenlistment gratuities and the right to transfer to the Naval 
Reserve after 20 years' service, and the right to retirement 
after 30 years' ~ervice. 

The committee's study of the subject leads it to believe that 
this plan would attract to the service hiah-grade youna men of 
a caliber who would become as proficie!:>nt as Naval Academy 
graduates and with equal facility; it would take away from 
t~e .li~e ?f the Navy a minimum number of officers, ultimately 
dimm1shmg the number at present assigned to aviation· it 
would create a corps of specialists rather than a force c~m
posed of men who would be in aviation to-day and in some 
other branch of the naval profe::::sion to-morrow and at the 
san;e time avoid .the p~oblems of pay, ~·auk, s~lection, etc., 
wbieh would go With. a line officer force; It would create a re
serve of trained naval aviators and make available to the in
dustry and commercial aviation a reservoir of skilled material 
and, when ~ . full swing, should lesRen or dh;pense with th~ 
ne~d for trammg men as aviators in the Naval Reserve, which 
ultimately would be composed of men already trained and with 
practical service experience. Of com'.'e it is reco(J'nized that 
this plan involves other questions for determination o and settle
ment, but the committee suggests it as a basis for solvina the 
supply question o~ trained aviators and, at the same un::'e. as 
a means for freemg officers who are or will be required in 
other fields of naval activity. 

The ~ollowin.g table shows the situation to-day with respect 
to qualifieu avmtors and the estimated future requirements: 

Officers: 
Kavy-Line ________________________________________ _ 

"'-arrant _________________________________ _ 
Marine Corps-Line ________________________________________ _ 

vV arrant __ ------ ____________________________ _ 
Enlisted men: 

~~d'ne-cor"Ps~ = = ===== = === = = = = = == = === ===== == = = === ,. 
TotaL __________ --- ______ --- ____ ---------------

Estimate 
when 

Required peace 
N to man require· f0';j

1• 1926 force ment of 
operating planes 

I 371 
25 

43 
1 

00 
17 

547 

plan will have 

1389 
15 

56 
2 

65 
25 

552 

bean 
realized 

II, 289 

56 
2 

215 
25 

1,587 

I Includes 7 observers. 2 Includes 15 observers. 

It is needless to say that if the ultimate number ' is to comG 
from the Naval Academy it not only will be necessary to in
crease the number of appointments to the academy but to in
crease the authorized number of commisf:ioned officers of the 
line and perhaps to change the distribution in grade law. No 
matter confronts the Congre..;s affecting the Xavy of greater im
portance than aviation personnel. 

Funds are included in the accompanying lJill adequate to 
take care of the officer and enli ted personnel \Yho will be 
assigned to aviation during the ensuing fiscal year and fully 
to carry out the plans of the department pertaining to re. e-ne 
aviation, which, it might be observed, should prove a plendid 
auxiliary for recruiting the force of "flight ensigns " above 
suggested. 

HEAllBR THA"' AfR 

A very comprehensive picture of the naval beavi •r-than-air 
situation. at present and projected, will be found commencing 
on page 629 of the hearings. It indicates our full pence re· 
quirernents as 546 planes for service afloat and 5G9 for service 
ashore, a total of 1,115 planes. including 231 planes for the tw 
aircraft carriers under con truction, which are being proYided 



1926 CONGRESSIO:NAL RECORD-HOUSE 2375 
from another appropriation-Increase of the Navy. The 1,115 
planes include a reserYe of 371 planes for replacing damaged, 
condemned, or planes temporarily out of commission. The table 
also indicates a general allocation of the planes. It should be 
remarked that the program is now under consideration by the 
Navy General Board and that it has not been approved by the 
board in its present form. The committee suggests that here, 
too, the appropriate legislative committee might find need for 
legislation. It would seem desirable that a program ·should be 
eRtablished by CongresH and with the aid of the Bureau of the 
Budg<'t a time prescribed for its fulfillment. The committee 
has endeayored to get an approximation of what naval avia
tion would cost, direct!' and indirectly, should the department's 
peace-time requirements be realized. The figure is given (hear
ings, p. 655) a. $63,099,020. This exceeds the compru:able 1925 
expenditures by about $28,000,000. This is mentioned not in 
di couragement of aviation development but to emphasize the 
importance of determining without ·delay an economical policy, 
both as to personnel and materiel, consistent with actual needs. 

LIGHTER THAN AIR 

The naval lighter-than-air equipment is listed on page 758 of 
the hearing.s. It shows that we have 2 obsolete nonrigid air
ships and 30 obsolete kite balloons. We have but 1 rigid 
dirigible, the Los .Angeles, built in Germany, which came to us 
under diplomatic negotiations on the as. w·ance that it would be 
devoted to civil purpo es. Its chief value to the Navy at this 
time is the training of officers and men in the handling of this 
type of aircraft. 

The Los Angeles is housed in the hangar at Lakehurst, N. J. 
The annual cost of maintaining Lakehurst under present nor
mal conditions i.s $1,716,500. The question simply resolves itself 
into whether or not we are justified in maintaining this estab
lishment on account of a dirigible restricted to civil uses. The 
Navy is desirous of building a dirigible larger than the Los 
Angeles-po sibly two and one-half or three times as large in 
gas capacity. If the Congress should authorize such an airship 
we are told that it would take approximately four years to com
plete it. Are we justified in spending at the rate of $1,716,500 
annually for the next four years, or a total of $6,866,000, to 
provide training for an operating complement for such a vessel; 
not even authorized? The committee is proposing that we do 
not, that we free for general duty the 470 officers and men at 
the station and that the station be closed down. It would cost 
in a closed down status approximately $128,000 a year. The 
direct saving would be $717,000 a year. 

The accident to the ShetWndooJ, has not influenced the view 
of the committee a.s to the potentialities of rigid airships for 
commercial and naval uses, and it i.s not proposing that we 
shall abandon lighter-than-air development. A commercial firm 
has been experimenting with a metal-Clad type of airship and is 
ready, with Government ai~ to build an experimental ship of 
about 200,000 cubic-feet capacity. It is the development of an 
American idea and, so far as the committee can find out, offers 
a reasonable chance of success. 

The committee is advised that if it should prove successful 
private enterprise will take hold and that we might look to an 
increasing number thenceforward. We were also told that the 
characteristics of such a ship would not be materially different 
from ships that would be used by the military services and 
that 1n time of war it would be merely a matter of outfitting 
the civilian complements with service uniforms. That is a 
rather optimistic outlook, but an examination of the hearings 
will disclose that it has some ·basis. We have had our experi
ence with the Shenatuloah}· we have had considerable experi
ence with the Los .Angeles. Private enterprise offers something 
entirely new. As to the larger types of fabric-covered rigids, 
we can profit by Great Britain's experience. She is no-;v build
ing two 5,000,000 cubic-foot airships. It seems to the commit
tee that if we can reasonably look to private enterprise for our 
rigid airships in time of war, we might as well get out of the 
rigid airship field and put the savings to other needed uses. 
The experiment with the metal clad will cost the Government 
approximately $300,000 and the ship will become the property 
of the Government. The committee has increased the Budget 
estimate for experimental and development work 1n all types 
of aircraft by the sum of $300,000, so that the Navy may be 
free to conelude an agreement looking to carrying the metal
clad experiment to a successful conclu.sion. 

ESTIMATES AND APPROPRIATIONS 

The estimate submitted for "Aviation, Navy, 1927," is $18,-
900,000, which includes $4,100,000 to satisfy obligations incurred 
under the authorization in the current appropriation act to 
enter into contracts involving future payments up to that 
amount. For ordinary and new undertakings, therefore, the 

e timate carries $14,800,000, compared with $14,790,000 for the 
current fiscal year, but, following the practice of a year ago, 
another contract authorization of a like sum--$4,100,000-i.s 
proposed, so that actually for the current fiscal year and for 
the next year, on the basis of the estimate, ju.st ,short of 
$19,000,000 has been allotted to naval aviation, exclusive of 
pay and allowances of personnel, aircraft carriers and planes 
therefor, and reserve aviation. The total outlay may be ap
proximated from the table appearing on pages 724 and 725 of 
the hearings. It will run close to $44,000,000, including con
struction work on and planes for the airc1·aft carriers, but 
excluding the pay and subsistence of the operating crews of 
aircraft tenders and the aircraft carrier Langley. 

The committee is recommending the adoption of the esti
mate with the exceptions heretofore indicated ; i. e., $717,000 
less by reason of closing down Lakehw·st and $300,000 more 
for experimental and development work, making a net reduc
tion of $417,000. Reserve aviation is discussed elsewhere in 
this report. 

Of the total sum propo ed, $9,062,000 will be applied to new 
aircraft and equipment, apart from aircraft for the two new 
carriers, including the satisfaction of obligations incurred under 
the authorization contained in the current appropriation act, 
and in addition it is provided that orders for new planes may 
be placed to the total value of $4,100,000. What this will 
accomplish i.s best explained by the statement of Admiral 
Moffett, appearing in the hearings, as follows : 

It is propo ed to purchase during the fiscal year 1927 24 fighting 
planes (VF) and 113 combined torpedo, bombing, and scouting planes 
(VS-T-B). 

If the appropriation is passed as proposed the total number of planes 
available on July 1, 1928 (the delivery date assumed for all planes 
purchased with 1927 funds) will be 556 as opposed to 561 on July 
1, 1925. There will, however, be one marked difference, and that is 
that on July 1, 1928, all planes available, except training planes, will 
be of types which were designed for use with the fleet as well as for 
duty at stations. This will permit of the formation of squadrons of 
planes of the same type and all of recent design. The result will be 
that while not greater in total numbers available, naval aviation will 
be much iniproved as to types and can increa e to a small extent the 
number of planes in commission. 

Assuming that the amount requested will be appropriated, the fol
lowing will be the principal increase over the existing organization by 
July 1, 1928. The squadrons of observation planes on the battleships 
of the Scouting Fleet will be increased from 6 to 12, and a new 
squadron of 12 fighting planes will be placed on the same ships. Coco 
Solo will be increased from 11 planes to 54 planes, which will give an 
operating allowance of two 18-plane squadrons plus the usual 50 per 
cent reserve. Pearl Harbor will be increased from 25 to 54 planes, 
giving, as at Coco Solo, an operating allowance of two 18-plane 
squadrons. The eight obsolete planes now at Guam will be replaced 
by eight modern planes. These increases will, of course, be partially 
as a result of current appropriations. 

These increases can be brought about, as mentioned before, by the 
fact that the numbers of types of planes will be greatly reduced and 
practically all the planes can then be used and still, maintain homo
geneous squadrons. 

The Navy has gotten out of the business of manufacturing 
airplanes. Its factory at Philadelphia is devoted chiefly · to 
the repair and overhaul of :flying material The development 
of experimental types of :flying craft is undertaken there. When 
attended by success production orders are placed with private 
manufacturing plants. The industry has been greatly stimu
lated by the enlarged program launched the present .fiscal 
year. 

MAJOR FACTORS 

Now, I ask the House to consider the major factors within 
the pending bill, and especially with relation to authorized 
or proposed building programs and the essential policies your 
committee has recommended looking to the future. 

I have told you that the pending bill carries direct appro
priations in the amount of $317,274,787, and indirect appro
priations and authorizations amounting to $14,157,000 more, 
or a total of $331,431,787 for the Navy for 1927. I have told 
you that the Congress has authorized new building and that 
programs for new building of ships are being urged upon the 
Congress. 

The last Congress authorized a building program that re
ferred to gunboats, to eight cruisers, to an increase of limita
tion of cost upon aircraft carriers, and there remain.s with 
u.s an uncompleted program that has been authorized for 
fleet submarines. More than that, under the Limitation of 
Armament Conference, the United States was authorized to 
construct aircraft-carrier tonnage in a total of 135,000 tons. 
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Of that amount, we have completed one carrier, the Langtey, 
of 12,700 tons, and we have approaching completion two car
riers, the Saratoga and the L exington, that will be completed 
probably within a year, with 66,000 tons ; a total tonnage of 
78,700. That leaves us available for future construction of 
airplane carriers 56,300 tons. 

To meet the program of submarines, of cruisers, of airplane 
carriers that already is indicated either through authorization 
of th~ Congress or by the limitation of armament treaty will 
require an expenditure of approximately $237,000,000. How 
rapidly that program will need to be developed it is for the 
administration and the Congress to determine. If it shall 
mean a program to be completed in five years, then it will call 
for new appropriations for consti·uction of $47,000,000 annu
ally. But that is not all. We are told by experts of the Navy 
that we need more cruisers than those that the Congress has 
all·eady authorized. The Bureau of Aeronautics desires to 
con. truct a giant lighter-than-air craft that will involve five or 
sL"' million dollars, and a bill pro""Viding for authorization of 
such a ship is before the naval legislative committee. 

But that is not all. If the present bill shall not be ma
terially modified we shall have at the end of the fiscal year 
1027 approximately 708 airplanes of all kinds, including a cur
rent total of 567 tactical planes fit for u ·e on shore and at sea, 
and not including 143 planes that may rouO'hly be described as 
suitable for training or that are experimental in character or 
to the extent of five or six that are obsolete or obsolescent. 
But the Bureau of Aeronautics estimates that the peace-time 
requirements should be 1,115 planes and that a program to 
attain thi peace-time requirement in planes alone should be 
met "'ithin about three rears. or, in other words, that during 
that period 438 planes, in addition to ordinary replacement on 
account of obsolescence or elimination from service during the 
next three years, ought to be added to the aviation service of 
the Na""Vy Department. Some of these planes will cost as high 
as $72.500. Probably no one will cost less than $30,000. In 
the current bill for 215 planes we are providing $12,358,750, or 
at the rate of $57,000 per plane on an average. " ... ere we to 
provide the 438 planes that the Bureau of Aeronautics recom
mends in its program, in addition to ordinary replacement dur
ing the three years following the pre ·ent ·fiscal y-ear, it would 
mean, on the basis of costs for the current year, an additional 
amount for building program of more than $25,000,000. 

Gentlemen of the Congress, when you ab.-·tract one feature 
alone of a great bill such as the nav11l appropriation bill you 
may think it looks small. But when you as"' emble a number of 
parts, or when you bring together the combined program, these 
individual parts that are not so large within themselves come to 
a ·sume tremendous importance and call for money appropria
tions that aggregate hundreds of millions of dollars. These are 
things that your committee was compelled to take into con
sideration in the framing of the bill. We must look ahead. 
We see commitments and we must take them into account. If 
you pro-vide for one additional cruiser, or one additional sub
marine, or one additional airplane carrier, or even one addi
tional airplan~, it means additional money for fuel, it means 
additional money for engineering, for repair and ordnance, it 
means additional money for officers and men. 

One of the many items in the bill that we have reported 
carrie $125,000 for the maintenance of a certain naval station 
in an inoperative basis instead of an active basis that would 
call for approximately $1,716,000. The paper that I have in 
my hand tells that as to that one item alone on one day 500 
telegrams from employees were sent to the Congress 11rotesting 
against the action. 

All over the country there is a more or less definitely or
ganized program for increasing the Naval Establishment. New 
yards are wanted where they do not exist to-day or where their 
activities are small. Naval statior:._s that do exist are being used 
as a basis for increased deman(' - upon the Public Treasury. 
Chambers of commerce, commercwJ bodies, or groups of one 
kind or another are pressing individual programs that, if they 
were to be cared for in this bill, would add many millions of 
dollars to the program for the coming fiscal year. 

It is fair to the House that I tell you thus bluntly and 
briefly of the facts so that Members may give the cooperation 
and the support that I believe the painstaking care with which 
we have gone into the estimates that have come before our 
committee and the demands from all sides that ha,~e been 
pre sed upon us would seem to warrant. 

SHIPS 

Having made the statement that I have just concluded, may 
I again repeat the words of the President?-

Economy is the method by which we pr·epaL·e to-day to afford the 
improvements to-morrow. 

A naval establishment that requires an annual expenditure 
for its maintenance in excess of around $300,000,000 can not 
be inefficient, can not be unworthy, cnn not be beneath the 
dignity of the United States, if those charged with its admin
istration are consecrated to its well-being, as I know they are. 

The chief criticisms that have been directed against the bill 
that we have reported are twofold; on the one hand it is urged 
we have not been generous enough, and on other it is urged 
that we have been too generous. Under the limitation of 
armament treaty we are entitled to 18 battleships, 15 of which 
are in full commi sion and 3 of which are undergoing major 
overhauling in response to the modernization program that was 
authorized by the last Congress. The three battleships that 
are now undergoing overhauling will take their places in the 
fleet and the three other battle ·hips whose modernization was 
provided for will take their places in the yards and will be 
available for entrance to the fleet shortly after the fiscal year 
1927. We have 17 cruisers in full commission, including 10 new 
cruisers of the fu·st line. We have 103 destroyers in full com
mis ion as ?f December 12 and 88 submal'ines, including 4 
fleet submarmes of the first line and 48 submarines of smaller 
type. w·e ha""Ve a total of 324 vessels in commission as of 
December 10 last. At this point I want to insert the table 
that was furnished to the committee by the Navy Department 
indicating the types of vessels in commission during the fiscal 
year and the types estimated for in the Budget for 1927. Fol
lo\\ing that table I shall insert another table indicating the 
vessels not in commission in the current year and not to be in 
commission under the Budget estimates for 1927: 

Vessels in co1nmissum 

Battleships: 
First line ________________________ -------------- ____________ _ 
First line (reduced complement)---------------------------

Cruisers, second line ________ -----------------------------------
Light cruisers: 

§:~~Jne-~ ~ :: ====== ===: = == = === = ::::::::::::::::::::::::-: 
Aircraft carriers: -

1926 

15 
3 
4 

10 
3 

Min~~}~~~~~~d=~~=-~~===================================== --------r 
Destroyers, first line _______ ------------------------------------ 103 
Light mine layers______________________________________________ 6 
Submarines: 

First line ___________________ ----- ________________ ----- _____ _ 
Second line _____________________________________________ • __ _ 

Fleet submarines, first line ____________________________________ _ 
Patrol vessels: Eagles ___________ -------- _________________________________ _ 

Gunboats _________________________________ ------- ________ _ 
Converted yachts _____ ---------- __________________________ _ 

Auxiliaries: 
Destroyer tenders __ ------ _________________________________ _ 
Submarine tenders ________________________________________ _ 
Aircraft tender ______ ------- ________ ---------- _____________ _ 
Repair ships __ ----------------------------------------- ----Store ships ________________________________________________ _ 
Colliers ____________________________________________________ _ 
Oilers _____________________________________________________ _ 

Ammunition shiP------------------------------------------
Cargo ships_------------------------------------------ ____ _ 
'l'ransports ________________ ~--------------------------------Hospital ships _____________________________________________ _ 
Fleet tugs _________________________________________________ _ 
1\fine sweepers ____________________________________________ _ 
1\'fiscellaneous _____________________________________________ _ 

Fish Commission vesseL ______________________________ ---------

TotaL _____ ------- _________________________ ---_--- _______ _ 

Ves.gels ?lOt in commission 

48 
32 
4 

3 
9 
6 

6 
7 
1 
2 
2 
2 
8 
1 
3 
2 
2 
7 

26 
5 
1 

324 

1927 

15 
3 
4 

10 
3 

2 
1 
2 

103 
6 

~ 
29 
4 

3 
12 
6 

6 
7 
1 
2 
2 
2 
8 
1 
3 
2 
2 
7 

24 
5 
1 

324 

1926 1927 

Cruisers, second line ___ ----------~------------------ __________ _ 
Light cruisers, second line ______ ----------------------- ________ _ 
Mine layers, second line _______________________________________ _ 

Destroyers: First line __ ________________________________________________ _ 

Second line ___ ------------------ ____ -----------------------Light mine layers ________________________________ ----------- __ _ 
Submarines: Second line. __ ----- ___ ----- _______________________________ _ 

First line __________________________ ------ ________ ------ ____ _ 
Fleet submarines, first line ___ _________________________________ _ 
Patrol vessels, converted yachts _______________________________ _ 
Auxiliaries: 

Destroyer tenders ____________ ----------- __ ------ __________ _ 
• Submarine tenders __________ -------------------------------

Repair ships _____________ --------------- _________ ----------Store ships ________________________________________________ _ 
Colliers _________________________________ -----_---- ________ _ 

~~\illi.tion-shiP8========================================= 
Oargo ships __ ----------------------------------------------
Hospital ships ____ -----------------------------------------
Ocean tugs ____ --------_---- __________________________ ------
Mine sweepers.------- ____ ----- ____ • ______________________ _ 

6 
8 
2 

161 
8 
8 

33 
2 
2 
2 

3 
2 
1 
3 
3 

10 
1 
3 
1 
9 
9 

6 
8 
2 

161 
8 
8 

36 
2 
2 
2 

3 
2 
1 
3 
3 

10 
1 
3 
1 
6 

11 

I 

j 
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Vessel.s not ln comm!ss!on.--Contlnued 

1926 1927 

authority to maintain 18 battleships ln :full commission and 
4 battle cruisers. Is she maintaining them? One of the bat
tleships is out of commission for repair. So also is one of the 
battle cruisers. That would leave her 17 battleships and 3 
battle cruisers that are not undergoing repair. But she is 

Patrol vessels: 31 81 not maintaining them in commission. Instead of that, in view 
Eagles----------------------------------------------------- 5 3 of the necessity for economies, she has placed four of her 
Submarine chasers.---------------------------------------- f h 

Unclassified____________________________________________________ 9 9 battleships in reserve and she is maintaining but two o er 
Ferry boats and launches.------------------------------------ 1 l four battle cruisers in commission. One of the others is un-
AmD. trb~tancetbolats __ els____________________________________________ ~ 2 dergoing repair and the fourth is held in reduced complement. 

1s 1c pa ro vess . ----------------------------------------- 4 3 b ttl · 
Harbor tugs·--------------------------------------------------- In other words, not counting a battleship and a a e crmser 
Crane ship No.1 (ex-Kearsarge) -------------------------------, ___ 1--1 __ ___,_

1 that Great Britain bas that are undergoing repair, she is with-
TotaL__________________________________________________ 330 333 holding out of full commission one battle cruiser and three 

Your committee has reduced somewhat the appropriation 
for the maintenance of vessels in active c-ommission, and the 
economies that we believe can be attained through our pro
posed reduction will aggregate in saving to the Treasury 
$1,782,000, distributed among such items as engineering, con
sn·uction and repair of vessels and fuel and transportation. 

THE NAVY PERSO~NEL 

The authorized enlisted strength of the Navy iB 137,485. 
Upon this authorized strength is based the number of line offi
cers. As of October 1, 1925, we had 8,312 officers, of which 
number 4 837 were line officers out of a total authorization of 
5,499. Y~ur committee has always taken the position that we 
ought to maintain a fairly large officer personnel regardless of 
the peace-time number of enlisted men, for the reason that it 
takes years to train officers in comparison with a few months 
necessary for the training of enlisted men. The Naval Academy 
is the sole source of supply to the Navy of line officers. The 
classes that will graduate in 1926 and in 1927 are large classes, 
that were appointed when, on account of war expansion, Sena
tors and Members of the House were authorized to maintain 
five midshipmen at the academy. During the last fiscal year 
243 line officers were lost to the service, of which number res
ignations aggregated 115. The members of your committee be
lieve that if the department will tighten up on resignations for 
the next couple of years and turn all graduates from the 
academy into the line except those required for: the construc
tion corps, the peace-time authorization of line officers will be 
approximately attained by the end of the fiscal year 1928. 

E~LISTED ME~ 

As of September 30, 1925, we bad a strength in enlisted men 
of 81,702. The Budget estimates for the current year were 
upon the basis of 86,000 men, and the committee and the Con
gress allowed the estimates to care for this number. The com
mittee pointed out, however, that this sum might prove inade
quate if men were distributed among the several grades so as 
to provide a somewhat more satisfactory distribution as was 
deshed by the Bureau of Navigation . . The reason why we have 
81,702 men in the service to-day as against86,000 is accounted 
for in small degree on account of a distribution in grades. 
By far the larger portion of the reduction occurs by reason of 
three of the battleships being laid up for modernization. These 
three battleships ·when in the service under peace complements 
require approximately 3,600 men. In their present condition 
they require but one-fourth that number, or 900 men, and hence 
we haYe an immediate reduction of 2,700 men not needed for 
the maintenance of the Navy. During the entii·e period of 192.7 
the three battleships that are now out of commission, or their 
successors in modernization, will be laid up. So, then, upon 
this basis alone the bill as it came to us from the Budget car
ried reductions for enlisted men to care for 83,000 during 1927. 
The bill as it bas been reported to you provides for 82,000 men, 
1,000 less than the Budget estimates, and the members of your 
committee ·believe that this number is abundantly adequate to 
meet the situation. I shall ten· you why. 

In the first place, 81,702 are caring for the situation to-day, 
and it is actual needs that we should consider rather than the 
fetish of a definite number. Jn the second place, two programs 
are recommended by the committee for 1927, by the adoption 
of which men will be found. 

If we turn to Great Britain, which is the only other nation 
that under the Limitation of Armament Conference has a 
ratio equal to our own, we find that that country is under
taking economies that we can not overlook. Great Britain is 
entitled to 18 battleships just as is the United States, but in 
lieu of 18 battleships equal to our own she was granted 18 
of the type that she bad plus 4 battle cruisers, a total of 
22. Two battleships that were being built at the time of the 
limitation conference will be added to the British fleet prob
ably within about a year, and other battleships, or their 
·equivalents, will be subtracted. To-day Great Britain bas the 

of her battleships. Turn to the destroyer type of ship and 
what is Great Britain doing? She haq 183 destroyers as of 
October 1, 1925. Of this number, only 54 were in commis
sion as against 106-I assume should be 103-from the same 
table as of October 1, 1925, for the United States. On that 
same date Great Britain was maintaining 34 cruisers in com
mission as against 18 by the United States. Of light-mine lay
ers, we were maintaining 6 and Great Britain 9. Of first
line submarines, we were maintaining 49 in full commission 

. and Great Britain only 20. Of second-line submarines, we 
were maintaining 32 against Great Britain's 19. We were 
maintaining two fleet submarines as against seven for Great 
Britain of that type and in addition one cruiser submarine 
and one submarine of monitor type. So then, by a comparison 
of essential ships of the fleets, Great Britain is following a 
far more conservative course than are we, and her cow·se 
must be reflected in expenses for men, expenses for fuel, for 
engineering, for construction and repair. 

Bearing in mind also the general burden that Great Britain 
is carrying in connection with such vessels as gunboats of 
500 to 3,000 tons and river gunboats, Great Britain feels 
compelled to maintain 51 in commission as against 9 for 
the United States, and we must recognize that these are types 
that from the standpoint of the naval strength of the respec
tive countries in a large way count for almost nothing. 

If, then, Great Britain finds it to her best interests to prac
tice economy, why should not the United States consider 
measures along the same line? We have in mind that within 
just about one year from now two airplane carriers, the Le;c
ington and Saratoga, will enter our Navy as finished ships. 
These two ships will require more than 2,300 men. That 
means that we shall be face to face with the question of adding 
enlisted personnel to our Naval Establishment in addition to 
those that we already have, if we are to care for these ships, 
unless we find the men to man them within the ships of the 
Naval Establishment as it is to-day. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FHENCH. Yes. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. In view of the gentleman's state

ment, how does he account for the fact that the British Kavy 
is manned by 104,000 officers and men and we are manned by 
only 90,000 officers and men? 

Mr. FRENCH. The question of the gentleman from Georgia 
is pertinent; it goes right to the heart of the matter, and it 
ought to be discussed at this time. The committee obtained 
from the department the figures touching the personnel main
tained by Great Britain, by the United States, by Japan, by 
France, and by Italy. The gentleman bas suggested tllat Great 
Britain maintains 104,000 plus of officer and enlisted personnel. 
Let us analyze the figures and see where we arrive. The 
United States, as of October 1 last, had 8,312 officers and 
81,702 enlisted men. In addition to that we had 2,500 men 
from the marines assigned to duty upon ships. 

Were it not for that assignment it would require a replace
ment from the enlisted personnel of the Navy of an equivalent 

·number. In addition to that there are one or two other factors 
that I will come to in a few minutes, but I want to show you 
what the British situation is. The British have 7,839 officers 
in the regular navy; that is, the Royal Navy. In addition to 
that there are several hundred officers in the Australian, the 
Canadian, the New Zealand, and South African navies, making 
a total of 8,846-not such a bad comparison when you place 
it alongside of ours. Great Britain has 82,847 men in her 
regular navy; added to that she bas 8,918 more in the navies 
of the different Pro"finces which belong to the Empire, or a 
total of 91,765 enlisted men. But in the figures that the gen
tleman cites are 4,157" men who are civ1Uans, who are not en
listed men of the _navy but who are employed in various kinds 
of work, on transport and cargo ships. It is hardly fair that 
these men be included as a part of the British naval estab1ish
ment The report that the Navy Department furnished our 
committee shows that the British maintain 68.77 per cent (If 
their men afloat, while our Navy maintains afloat 75.3 per cent. 
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Take the number in the British Navy-95,922, eYcluding offi
cers-and apply the 68.77 per cent figure and you have 65,965 
men. But included in that number are 4,157 civilians. Sub
tract that number from the British total afloat and you have 
brought the British enlisted personnel down to 61,808 men. 
Remember that figure. Now, take the American Navy and 
what do we find? We had 81,702 enlisted personnel as of about 
the same date as quoted by the British figures, and 75.3 
per cent are afloat. That means that of our enlisted men we 
have 61,521 men afloat. You have almost the same figures as 
the British figures, there being a difference of less than 300 
men between the two establishments afloat. 

1\lr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. FRENCH. Yes. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. Does the gentleman mean by men afloat 

the men who are actually on the ships at all times? 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. Now I will tell you why the 4,157 

ought to be subtracted. One year ago it was brought to the 
attention of our committee upon the recommendation of the 
department that we ought to provide more money for freight 
and transportation and less money for the maintenance of cer
tain transports or cargo ships. We complied with the recom
mendation, and we are paying to-day vastly more than is 
Great Britain in transportation and freight Does the gentle
man think we ought to include the conductors, firemen, engi
neers, brakemen, and everybody included in all the railway 
establishments engaged in hauling the men and personnel 
throughout the United States from navy yards to naval stations 
and thereby saving personnel in the fleet on the seas? Yet the 
gentleman included more than 4,000 men engaged in the same 
type of work and included in the British personnel but employed 
on naval-owned cr·aft. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
Mr. BRITTEN. Does the gentleman aim to suggest to the 

Hou e that we man our railroad trains with enlisted seamen? 
Mr. :E RENCH. The gentleman's question indicates that be 

probably has the same opinion I have of including the British 
civilians. Of course we would not man our railroad trains with 
enlisted men, and therefore we ought not to include the 4,000 
ci'rilian Britishers who are hauling fuel, oil, and people around 
in the Navy as a part of the British Navy personnel. 

Mr. BRITTEN. ·will the gentleman yield further? 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman knows much better than I 

do that the British Navy is composed of 94,000 enlisted men 
while our Navy is composed of 81,000 men. In the name of 
heaven, with the f}-S-3 treaty ratio, why should we have 10 000 
or 12,000 men less than Great Britain? The gentleman 'bas 
always been in favor of the reduction of personnel. Four years 
ago he b1·ought in a bill to provide for an appropriation to 
take care of 66,000 or 67,000 men ; the Congress overwhelmingly 
defeated that bill, and it went on record then for 86 000 men 
and it is going on record again for 86,0QO men, less 3:ooo men; 
as recommended by the Budget. You gentlemen have cut the 
Budget and cut the desires of the Navy Department and of 
every expert of the Navy Department 1,000 men and you have 
done it arbitrarily. The gentleman is trying 'to show some 
reason for it, but up to the present time he bas not done so. 

Mr. FRENCH. In the fu·st place, the gentleman from illi
nois says that I know the British maintain an enlisted personnel 
of 94,000. 

I had just stated that that was not the fact. I had just 
stated that the British personnel includes 4,000 plus for men 
who are civilians, who on the records furnished by our Navy 
Department are indicated as civilians, and yet are included 
in the British personnel. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Well, deduct that from the total and you 
will still haye 93,000 men. 

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, no; the gentleman is wrong in his 
mathematics. But let me call attention to one or two other 
factors that will help to take care of the situation to which 
the gentleman refers. 

Mr. PERKINS. May I ask the gentleman a question there? 
Mr. FRENCH. Let me answer this other question first. 

The gentleman might think I did not want to answer his ques-
~~ I 

Mr. BRITTEN. He does. 
:Mr. FRENCH. I want to answer the gentleman, and I am 

going to answer him; and I believe the House will feel we have 
answered the gentleman when we get through with this propo
sition. Of the British personnel afloat there are 61,808 men, 
and of the American personnel afloat there are 61,521. 

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman is avoiding the question. 
I am talking about the total enlisted personnel in the British 
Navy. 

Mr. FRENCH. I am coming to that. 
Mr. BRITTEN. All right; let us go to it. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. How many did the gentleman say 

the British had afloat? 
Mr. FRENCH. I want to answer the gentleman's question 

first. The British then have an enlisted personnel afloat of 
61,808. 

Mr. BRITTEN. No. 
1\fr. FRE~CH. Sixty-one thousand eight hundred and eight. . 

The United States has an enlisted personnel afloat of 61,521, 
as of date only a few months ago. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Is that counting the marines? 
Mr. FRENCH. That does not count the marines; no. 
Mr. BRITTEN. Oh, but the gentleman did count them just 

a little while ago. 
l\1r. FRENCH. No; I said they ought to be counted. Does 

not the gentleman think they ought to be counted to the extent 
of 2,500? 

Mr. BRITTEN. No; because a marine is in no sense a sea
man. The British marine is, but the American marine is not. 

1\lr. FRENCH. Does not the gentleman know-and I am 
sure he does know-that the American marine to-day to the 
extent of 2,500 or 2,600 are men who are manning guns, hold
ing positions on naval ships that were it not for those men 
their places would need to be taken by enlisted men of the 
Navy? That is true not only in peace but it was true during 
the World War, and I can not conceive of a time when it 
would not be true were we to become involved in war. 

:Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
1\lr. FRENCH. Let me continue my answer, please. 
Mr. LAZARO. Just for information. 
Mr. FRENCH. In just a moment. 
Now, what is the heart of the Navy? It is its capacity 

to function afloat, supported by the personnel ashore necessary 
to help it to function. I have shown you that the enlisted 
men of Great Britain afloat compare almost in the same notch 
with the enlisted personnel afloat of the United States, and to 
that number for the United States could well be added 2,500 
marines and other groups to which I shall refer. 

Now, part of the British personnel is made up of their 
provincials, the Australian Navy 4,669, the Canadian Navy 
476-- . 

Mr. BRITTEN. Is that 4,076 or 476? 
Mr. FRENCH. Four hundred and seventy-six; the New 

Zealand division 533, the South African diYision 131, and the 
Royal Indian Marine 279. 

Another factor that you must take into consideration in 
estimating ships' complements of men for essential ships is an 
examination of men of the two nations with respect to the 
services on types of ships. For instance, Great Britain main
tains patrol boats and gunboats in far greater number than 
does the United States. Are they of any particular impor
tance, will the gentleman say, from a naval-military stand
point? 

Mr. BRITTEN. Of course they are. 
Mr. FRENCH. Then let me call your attention to the 

fact--
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. Let me first finish this statement. The gen

tleman from Illinois [Mr. BRITTEN] says they are, of course, of 
importance, and I say they are of some importance, but, on the 

. other hand, they are not of the importance that the craft will 
be that are on the high seas and capable of going there. In 
other words, we are maintaining a few gunboats over in 
Asiatic waters, and I think the total is something like 9, as 
against 51 of similar type maintained by Great Britain and 
classified by the Navy Department in opposite columns. Valu
able though these ships may be, after all they are not the 
ships that Great Britain would rely upon in event of war. 
But to man them there must be men. The gentleman does not 
believe that the men who are assigned to these ships are en
gaged in the same type of naval service as are most of the men 
of the British service and most of the men of our own Navy. 

Mr. BRITTEN. If the gentleman will yield, the gentlema)l 
then is making the suggestion to the House that sailors and 
seamen aboard gunboats are not seamen ; that they must be 
something else and should not be counted as seamen. 

Mr. FRENCH. No; if the gentleman wa,ut::; to make such a 
speech he can do so, but I am not making that statement. 

1\Ir. BRITTEN. That, in substance, is what the gentleman 
is saying. 

Mr. FRENOH. No; I have not said such a thing. 
Mr. BRITTEN. Then tell us about the difference in the 

totals. Why should Great Bcttain have ten or eleven thousand 
more enlisted personnel in her navy than we have? 

Mr. FRENCH. All right. 
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Mr. BRITTEN. You say all right, but you do not do it. 
Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield there? 
Mr. FRENCH. One minute. Let me pursue this question 

of my friend from Illinois a little further, and then I shall 
yield to the gentleman. 

~Ir. BRITTEN. The gentleman said he was 'about to an
swer my question, but he has failed to do so. 

Mr. PERKINS. ·In order that we may under tand the mat
ter, how many do you admit is the difference between the 
Engli. h per!:onnel and our personnel? 

l\lr. FRENCH. The gentleman from New Jersey asked. just 
what the actual difference is between the British and American 
per. onnel, and in answering the gentleman from Illinois I must 
al o a.nswei· my friend from New Jersey. I am considering 
various factors that are not exactly alike in both navies. 

·we have in the British Navy an aviation force of 357 officers 
and 2,880 enli ted personnel. We have then a note made by 
our department that reads: 

The royal air force supplies a large proportion of personnel for 
naval aviation. The only strictly naval personnel in the naval aviation 
service consists of 119 officers and 391 men, which are not included 
in item 7 but are cal'ried in item 1. Six hundred and thirty-eight 
officers and 3,672 men are employed in United States naval aviation 
exclusive of those for general service in aircraft carriers, tenders, etc. 
The figure shown for the royal air force in item 7 are those attached 
to the coastal area· headquarters for aircraft carriers, for flights abroad, 
etc. On August 31, 1925, the total strength of the royal air force 
was 3,448 officers, including 109 cadets, 29,797 airmen, and 8,763 
civilians an(] natives. Of these totals, 2,425 officers, including 109 
cadets, 21,900 airmen, and 3,439 civilians, were in home stations, such 
as air ministry, training stations, supply depot , manufacturing plants, 
etc., the duty performed being for both that portion of the air forCf 
detailed to fleet air arm and that portion serving in cooperation with 
the army and as a separate air force, a portion of this personnel 
should be considered in making a comparison. 

It is contended that a large share of the aviation personnel 
of Great Britain hould be charged to the navy, if a third, 
then upwards of 8,000. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Does the gentleman mean to con
vey the idea that the 8,000 personnel should be added or sub
tracted? 

Mr. l!,RENCH. That this number should be added, and that 
then we should add a corresponding number to our Navy. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman let me get this clearly. 
In the gentleman's figures 104,000 men and officer~how many 
do you include for aviation? 

Mr. FRENCH. I include the figures furnished here 357 offi
cers and 2, 480 enli ted men. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Then, how many officers and men are as
signed to aviation in the American Navy? 

l\Ir. FRENCH. Six hundred and thirty-eight officers and 
3,672 men. · 

Mr. BRITTEN. When you say " officers and men," do you 
mean civilians attached to stations like Lakehurst? 

Mr. FRENCH. No; I do not mean civilians. I do not include 
the civilians who may be employed in different places. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. The e 8,000 civilians, so termed in this 
act, are they included as enlisted personnel of the British 
Navy? 

Mr. FRJIJNCH. No. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Do not they function as our enlisted 

men do in our Navy? 
Mr. FRENCH. Possibly they do. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Then why should they not be included 

in the total ; why should not you add the 8,000 men to the 
British forces'! 

Mr. FRENCH. They have not been included in the com
parative figures furni.shed us for either navy. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. If the comparison is going to be made, 
why do not you include them; they are a part of the naval 
force ; you call them civilians but they are enlisted men and 
they should be included in the total of the men employed in 
the navy? 

Mr. FRENCH. In Great Britain, as you know, they have a 
united ah· service and there are certain officers and men as
signed to the navy. 

There are those who have urged, just as it is urged here, 
that because the officer and enlisted personnel in the aviation 
establishment is around 29,000 the share that should be charged 
to the Navy ought to be about one-third, and that that should 
be added to the sum total of the enlisted personnel of the 
British naval establishment and to ours as well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allotted by the gentleman to 
himself has expired. 

Mr. FRENCH. I shall take another 20 minutes, Mr. Chair
man . 

.Mr. LAZARO. 1\!r. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. In just a moment. Let us come to an end 

of this. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. That is only partially right. 
Mr. FRENCH. Does the gentleman think a larger share 

ought to be added to the British personnel? 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. I think it should be a part of the 

navy. 
Mr. FRENCH. Does the gentleman think we should match 

them officer for officer and man for man? 
l\Ir. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chah'man, I rise to a point of order. 

Several gentlemen on the Republican side have been address
ing the gentleman on the floor while seated in their seats. I 
think that is a bad practice, and I do not think it should be 
.allowed. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. You say that the marines ought to t.Je 
considered a part of the Navy. Then why not consider theil· 
aviation force which is assigned to the navy as a part of their 
navy? Why such a distinction? 

Mr. FRENCH. To the extent that they are marines or avia
tors and are performing naval functions they should be con
sidered a part of the officer and enlisted personnel of the 
institution. Instead of adding 18,000 marines to our Navy, I 
added 2,500, and why? We have 18,000 marines, but only 
2,500 are performing naval functions or functions on ship
board that, were it not for the 2,500, would be performed by 
enlisted men of the Navy. We have then charged up in the e 
columns a certain number of officers and enlisted personnel 
from tlle marines, and the statement has beP.n made that we 
ought to add to that still further officers and men, to the 
extent of the :British Navy's rightful proportion of the united 
air service. Does the gentleman think that we ought to 
match the British Air Service to that extent by adding officers 
and men to our own Navy? That is the point. 

l\lr. MONTGOMERY. I do. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise iJ a point of order, 

and I make the point of ord.er along the same lines that the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] made his, that in 
debate it is improper for the chairman of the subcommittee 
while on the floor to address any Member in the ..,econd person, 
as "You do so and so," or for a Member to address the gentle
man occupying the floor in the same way. There is a proper 
method of procedure, and I make the point of order that the 
Chair ought to see that it is conducted properly. 

The CHAIRMAN. If any gentleman feels that by lack of 
parliamentary practice he is in any way injured as to his 
dignity and the practice of the House, he will make that fact 
known to the Chair. 

Mr. BRITTEN. And in the meantime will the Chair keep 
his--eye on the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. BLANTON. Does the Chair hold that that is proper in 
debate? I make the point of order that the thh·d person 
should be used, and not the second. 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman is correct. 
Mr. BLANTON. It is proper to say "the gentleman from 

Idaho ' and "the gentleman from Illinois." 
l\Ir. BRITTEN. I make the point of order that the gentle

man from Texas i out of order. 
l\Ir. FRENCH. The gentleman from Texas states the par

liamentary rule in thi House correctly. 
.Mr. BLANTON. Certainly I do, and the gentleman from 

Illinois [MI·. BRITTEN] has been bulldozing the gentleman from 
Idaho for the last half hour, but he can not bulldoze the gen
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. In just a moment. I am going to yield now 

to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. VESTAL] for a special pur
po e, which he has indicated to me. 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, 
while you are discussing the question of aviation, I have asked 
for this time to introduce to the House the youngest licensed 
pilot in America. 

Tbe young man to whom I refer is a resident of my home 
city, and his father and mother are both licensed pilots and are 
interested in the manufacture of airplanes. 

This young man was given his license to fly on the 26th of 
August, 1925, and since being licensed has been in the air more 
than 300 hours. He has just completed a flight from .Anderson 
to Washington, bringing to me a letter handed to him by the 
mayor of my home city. The young man arrived here last 
evening. His name is Farnam Parker and his age is 13 years. 

I would like for the young man to tand in the gallery, so 
that the .Members of the House may see the youngest licensed 
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pilot in America. It ls needless for me to say I am mighty 
proud of this young mall. [Great applause.] 

M . FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, now we must get back to 
the point where we were when these interruptions occurred. 
It has been suggested that we should add to the officer and 
enlisted personnel of the American Na"Vy officers and men to 
match any such officers and men that ought to be chargeable 
to the British Nn\y for a similar function in connection with 
their senice. I submit this ought to be the rule of the com
mittee and of the Congress in shaping our appropriation bills. 
In the first place, we ought to have regard to similar types 
of services performed, but because it may be necessary for 
Grent Britain to build up a tremendously large air service is 
not a reason why the United States should be required to build 
up such an institution here. The fact is that we ought to 
mea m·e the Na"Vy with their navy, the officer personnel and 
the enlisted personnel with their officer and enlisted personnel, 
and we ought not to be required to match men and officers that 
they feel necessary to maintain in the air service, which gen· 
tlemen say ought to be allocated in an arbitrary way, so many 
to the Navy and so mauy to the Army. I could turn, gentle· 
men, to the debates that occmTed le s than six months ago 
during the pendency of the nav-al program bill before the 
British Parliament and point out the British point of view 
on artation, made necessary by the proximity of nations. 

Speaking upon the shipbuilding program in the British 
House of Commonf) on July 29 last, Hon. Ramsay MacDon
ald, the former premier, said : 

No one will say that America is a possible enemy. No one will say 
that Japan is a possible enemy. If anybody imagines that France 
is a possible enemy, then the problem, in view of modern development 
of arms, is not a naval problem at all; it is an air problem primarily, 
and in any event, to be a little more accurate, it is a problem of the 
coordination of the three forces. 

The situation to which the former premier addressed him
self bad relation to potential eneniy nations clo e at hand. 

Have we any such situation as that? Why does it obtain in 
Great Britain and not here? Because we do not have potential 
enemies· within the radius of effective military operation by 
means of airplanes. 

If Great Britain finds it necessary to build up her air serv
ice in the way that she has done, and it is because of the fact 
that within a period of two hours planes from powerful coun
tries could be within the heart of the British Empire, can 
there be any sound reason why we should adopt a policy of 
matching officers and men of Great Britain with officers and 
men when a corresponding peril does not exist? 

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. I will. 
Mr. LAZARO. The gentleman is chairman of the Subcom

mittee on Appropliations that bas to do with the Navy. I 
think the House and the country are interested in knowing 
that the gentleman's subcommittee is for a 5-5-3 Navy or not. 

Mr. FRENCH. Does that complete the question? 1 • 

1\Ir. LAZARO. No. 
Mr. FRENCH. Go ahead and ask your que tion, as I want 

to discuss it rather fully. 
Mr. LAZARO. If the gentleman is for the 5-5-3 Navy, I 

would like to know what has been done relative to the e six 
battleships that were lacking in gun range and were coal 
burners? 

Mr. FRENCH. I propose to withhold an answer to that 
question until I make just a few further observations in the 
matter of officers and enlisted personnel, and then I shall come 
to the question which the gentleman proposes. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ],RENCH. I am not through with the question. Gen

tlemen keep asking me questions and do not allow me sufficient 
time to answer them. 

Mr. BACON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. I yield. 
Mr. BACON. I understood the chairman to ay there were 

about 4,000 civilian seamen in the British Navy wl:io were de
ducted from the British totals who are used on tran ports and 
cargo ve sels. 

Mr. FRENCH. They are so listed here ; yes. 
Mr. BACON. Why should not those 4,000 be included in the 

British Navy total? 
Mr. FRENCH. I that the gentleman's question? 
Mr. BACON. The reason I desired to ask that is because I 

wanted to find out how many enlisted seamen of our Navy are 
to-day on transports and cargo vessels. Those are the two 
questions. 

Mr. FRENCH. I said that some 4,000 civilians were classi
fied with the enlisted personnel of the British Navy in bringing 

up their totals. I say also that it is hardly fair to include 
that number in the sum of the British totals because of the fact 
that we are doing in large part a comparable service through 
employing civilian agencies, not naval agencies, in doing the 
same work. 

Mr. BACON. But do not we use enlisted men on cargo ves-
sels and transports? 

Mr. FRENCH. We do. 
:.Mr. BACON. What is the total number? 
Mr. FRENCH. We have a limited number, approximately 

2,100. 
Mr. BACON. Therefore, if we deduct 4,000 from the British 

total, why is it not proper to deduct 2,100 from the American 
total? 

Mr. FRENCH. For the reason that Great Britain has even 
more than 2,100 of the same kind that really belong to their 
navy, naval officers and enlisted men. I do not ask you to 
deduct them and do not ask you to deduct our 2,100. Let me 
state this further thought: We have to-day a Coast Guard that 
in the event of war woulu be a part of the Navy. 

Gentlemen of the committee should remember that the last 
Congress provided that about 19 or 20 destroyers be turned 
over to the Coast Guard. These destroyers are officered and 
manned. These destroyers to-day have a complement aggre
gating omething like 1,820 men. Not only that, but we had 
a number of craft belonging to the Coast Gu~rd that, together 
with the ones to which I ha\e referred, have a total of officers 
and enlisted men complement approaching n,680. In other 
words, there are many factors that must be taken into consid
eration in making comparison between the British Navy and 
our Navy in enlisted and officer personnel. In the event of 
war, the officers and men of the Coast Guard would be called 
into the Naval Establishment. 

1\lr. BRITTEN. Would not the gentleman suggest to the 
Hou ·e that the figures compiled and presented by the Navy 
Department, showing approximately 94,000 enlisted personnel 
in the British Navy and 83,000, approximately, in the American 
Navy are correct? 

Mr. FRE~ ~cH. I assume that they are correct for the pur
pose for which they are prepared; but I also have the right, 
in connection with that, to have the gentleman know and keep 
in his mind constantly the fact that the comparison for e sen
tial purpo es is almost exactly alike for officers and men in 
these two great establishments. 

Mr. BRI'.rTEN. The gentleman continues to say in reply to 
my question something that may ue accurate and true, but 
which is debatable neyertheles . Take the 82,000 men that we 
are appropriating for now. You say that becau e three ships 
are laid up temporarily that would make a logical deduction of 
2,700 men. That brings it down to 79,300. You are appropriat
ing for 82,000. By what process do you make that deduction of 
1,300 men when the department has estimated for 82,000? 

Mr. FREeCH. l\Ir. Chairman, I Will withhold my answer for 
a moment, just as in the case of the question propounded by 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. LAzARO], because I think 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. VINSON] has a question about 
aviation. Suppose, first, we consider the question propounded 
by the gentleman from Louisiana. 

1\lr. BRITTEN. They are not comparable questions at all. 
There i.s nothing comparable between them. 

Mr. FRENCH. The first part of the que tion of the gentle
man from Louisiana involves the question that I think the gen
tleman from Illinois intended to ask. and the second part 
refers to the modification of the ships. Now with regard to th(l 
5-5-3 ratio and the question which the gentleman raises 
touching the enli ted personnel, I beg to say thi : The com
mittee believes, and I believe, that we ought to maintain the 
5-5-3 ratio, having in mind what other nations are doing 
in the same connection. I have already callell attention to the 
fact that Great Britain has placed out of full commission five 
of her battleships and two of ber battle cruisers. I have pointed 
out that she is maintaining 54 destroyers in active commission 
as Rgainst 103 destroyers maintained by the United States. I 
have pointed out that Great Britain is maintaining carcely 
more than one-half the number of Rubmnrines maintained by 
the United States. Yet Great Britain is one of the 5-5-3 parties 
in the treaty arrangement. 

Does the gentleman challenge Great Britain in not maintain
ing tho~ e ships? Does the gentleman say that notwithstanding 
the fact that Great Britain is working economies by putting 
tho:e craft out of rommission we ought not to have some 
regaru for what Great Britain is doing alonO' the same line? 

Mr. BRITTEN. I think Great Britain is maintaining the 
5-5-3 ratio, and that is demonstrable when she has 95,000 
enlisted personnel as against our 82,000. 



1926 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 2381 
Mr. "MO~~GOMERY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 

allow me to ask him a question? 
Mr. BRITTEN. Yes. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Is it not a fact that Great Britain 

has just as many men afloat as the United States and has some 
10,000 more men ashore than the United States Navy? 

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman means the enlisted person
nel? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. All her personnel. She has some
thing like 85,000 afloat and 10,000 ashore. 

Mr. FRENCH. I have already said that as to the number 
afloat the figures are practically the same, and as to the 
number ashore we are doing things either through the Coast 
Guard or through the marines or through the civilian person
nel that bring us up to comparable figure with Great Britain 
there. 

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman is not seriously including 
the Coat Guard as a part of the American Navy, is he? 

Mr. FRENCH. Most assuredly. The Coast Guard person
nel is doing a work that has as much naval or military value 
as much of the service which the gentleman includes in the 
British na\y. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Is there an officer in the Coast Guard who 
is a graduate of the Naval Academy? 

Mr. FRENCH. I do not know as to that. 
Mr. BRITTEN. Then why does the gentleman compare 

them and say that their work is the same? 
Mr. FRENCH. I say their work is very comparable to the 

types of work of officers and men in the British service that 
the gentleman insists on including in their navy. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Does the gentleman mean that the activi
ties of rum-runners are on a par with military duty? 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman knows, as I do, that the 
questions involved in steaming and navigation, with officers 
trained in those arts, would tend to make them superior as 
officers and men. 

Mr. BRITTEN. That applies entirely to the merchant 
marine? 

Mr. FRENCH. True. 
Mr. BRITTEN. Then if you include our merchant marine 

you would have a vast excess over what Great Britain has. 
Mr. FRENCH. ::\Iy only difference with the gentleman from 

Illinois is this: He wants to include certain civilians when it 
suits his purpose with the naval establishment of Great ·Brit
ain, anrl to exclude more effective persons when applied to the 
United States. That is all there is to it. [Applause.] 

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman was going to answer this 
que tion : How did be make his deduction of 1,300 men in 
the appropriation that is now carried in the bill before the 
House? 

Mr. FRENCH. If the gentleman will not take all my time 
I will answer his question. In the first place, the statement 
the gentleman bas made i incorrect. We did not make a de
duction of 1,300; we deducted 1,000 men from the Budget 
estimates, the Budget estimates being 83,000, and the estimates 
we bring in are for 82,000. 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of Ohio. I do not believe the gentleman from 

Illinois [Mr. BRITTEX] wanted to leave the impression that all 
the United States Coast Guard Service has done is to go after 
rum-runners. Is it not a fact that in a great many respects 
they have a more hazardous occupation than the United States 
Navy has, and is it not a fact that during the war they joined 
hands with the Navy and rendered valuable service to our 
country? 

Mr. FRE TCH. Of course, the gentleman has made a cor
rect statement. Now I will answer the question asked by the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. LAZARO], as to what we think 
of the 5-5-3 ratio. I have answered the question referred to 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BRITTEN] and I · have 
answered as to the personnel. 

We believe in maintaining the 5-5-3 ratio, having regard to 
what other nations are doing looking to its maintenance. The 
5-5-3 ratio bas relation to several essential things, one being 
battleships. We are maintaining as many battleships, or have 
been until three were placed under overhaul, as we were entitled 
to maintain under the treaty. 

Mr. LAZARO. But the gentleman has not answered my 
question. 

Mr. FRENCH. Just wait a minute. We have to-day three 
battleships undergoing major overhaul for the purpose of 
accomplishing the things to which the gentleman directed his 
question. As soon as these three shall be withdrawn from 
tbe yards their places will be taken by three others ; and 

shortly after the end of the fiscal year 1927, under the moneys 
we are carrying in the bill and that were appropriated a year 
ago, we shall have completed practically the entire work of 
overhaul, to which the gentleman refers. Then the question 
arises, Shall we maintain 18 battleships if Great Britain is 
maintaining but 15, and shall we be accused, if we drop down 
one or two with Great Britain maintaining but 15, of not kee_p
ing up to the ratio? Shall we be accused of that if Great 
Britain is maintaining a less rigid policy as to battleships? 

Mr. LAZARO. I will say this to the gentleman, I am not 
in favor of having more battleships than Great Britain. 

Mr. FRENCH. In commission. 
Mr. LAZARO. But those we have ought to be up-to

date, and I -am certainly not in favor of having coal-burners 
as against oil-burners and battleships that lack range. 

Mr. FRENCH. Then the gentleman ought to be satisfied. 
Of course, the question of range was not considered in the 
bill which the Congress passed last year. As regards the coal
burner situation, it was con idered, and the o-verhaul is pro
ceeding along the economical lines recommended by the Budget, 
and we propose no reduction whate-ver in the bill. 

Mr. LAZARO. How do we compare with Great Britain 
when it comes to airplane carriers? 

Mr. FRENCH. As to airplane carriers, Great Britain has 
two completed of the first line, with a tonnage of 41,890, and 
she has two of the second line with a tonnage of 25,400, a 
total of 67,290. The United States bas completed the Langley, 
with a tonnage of 12,700, and under construction the Saratoga 
and Lexington, with a total tonnage of 66,000, or a total when 
completed within a year of 78,700. In other words, in a year 
from now we will be superior to Great Britain from the 
standpoint of airplane carriers, and the limit as to both Great 
Britain and the United States is 135,000 tons. 

Ur. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
1\lr. ALLGOOD. The gentleman keeps using the word "econ

omy." I suppose the gentleman's argument is based on the 
principle of saving, and I pre ume that is the reason the gen
tleman is holding the number down to 82,000 enlisted men.· 
Is that the idea of the gentleman? 

Mr. FRENCH. Does that complete the question? 
~Ir. ALLGOOD. No. I want to know, then, if the gentle

man will give us the comparative cost of maintaining the Navy 
of the United States and the Navy of Great Britain; that isr 
the officers' salaries and the salaries of the seamen. I would 
like to have the gentleman give us the comparative co~· t. I 
judge the gentleman wants to get down to the basic facts a to 
whether or not we are maintaining an economical Navy, so I 
think we ought to have a comparison between the United 
States and Great Britain. That would be a point of interest, if 
the gentleman has that information. 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman has forgotten the first pre
mise I laid down. We bad in mind several factor , one is 
economy as the gentleman suggests, another is the ratio, an
other is regard for the national defense, and I might say also 
the working out of the interpretation of the ratio by other 
countries. So much then for the gentleman's first question. 

With regard to the CODlJ)arison of the two navies as to cost, 
they ·are approximately the same. Great Britain's 1924-25 
budget was £56 505,216, or $274.695,000. The year before the 
British budget was somewhat larger. I am not able to give 
the exact figures touching salaries paid to officers and to men, 
and I assume the gentleman does not care as to that. 

Let me now continue further with regard to the program 
that the committee has recommended. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for one question right there? 

l\Ir. FRE~CH. Yes. 
Mr. BRITTEN. In order to follow the suggestion of the 

gentle~an from Louisiana [Mr. LAzARo] a few moments ago, I 
would like to ask this question. The chairman of the com
mittee very wisely said that as a matter of economy Great 
Britain is reducing the number of ships she is keeping on the 
seas, and we should do likewise in order to comply with the 
5-5-3 ratio, and I am wondering if Great Britain should run 
down to 12 ships, just as Japan has now and is authorized 
under the treaty, would the gentleman be in favor of reducing 
our ships afloat or in active commission to 12 rather than 18? 

::Ur. FRENCH. Ob, the gentleman takes one factor into 
account. That problem the committee would need to meet 
when we saw what the situation was with regard to Japan, 
with regard to France and to Italy. I hope as the result of 
another limitation of armament conference we may reduce 
the battleships required even to the point the gentleman sug
gests. [Applause.] 
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1\Ir. BRITTEN. That is all right and that is quite true, 
but does the gentleman suggest to the House that because of 
economies in England we should come down to the Japanese 
ratio? 

l\lr. FRENCH. Oh, I have not suggested that. 
1\Ir. BRITTEX. You are going along that line. 
l\Ir. f'RFlNCH. Oh, no; I have not even started along that 

line. The point I have in mind is that to the extent Great 
Britain llas alreaclv found it desirable to work economies 
within tlle 5- 5-3 program, if we can see that the military de
fen:;e · of our country are such that it will be permitted, we 
ought to approach it and make it easier for Great Britain to 
progress. 

1\Ir. BRITTEN. If the gentleman will yield once more, do I 
under tand then that notwithstanding the recommendation of 
the Budget officer or of the Navy Department with its expert 
personnel, the Committee on Appropriations has arbitrarily 
appropriated for 1.000 le s men than the Navy Department de
sires and wants and really needs; is that right? 

Mr. FRENCH. No; the gentleman will apply whatever 
designation he pleases to what I say regardless of what I wish 
him to do. I have already indicated the rea ons for our pro
posed reduction and I 11ave indicated that it is premised upon 
reductions that we believe we can make and that we ought .to 
make, hnving in mind what the other nation that is on a panty 
with our ~eh~es under the treaty is doing and proposes to do. 
I could have gone furtber a bit ago and could have ~aid that 
for tlle co:tning year the British Admiralty is pr~posmE a r~
duction of still further magnit ude by wlthdrawmg 1.:> addi
tional de t royers out of active commi sion. 

Now, how i this going to be reflected in the expenses ~f the 
Navy? In the first place, it is reflected. to the extent 01. one
half million dollars for every 1,000 enllsted perso~el of tlle 
lowe. t gTade in the Navy, and from that up to $100,000 or 
$800,000 for the higher grades. . . 

But one can not mention the addition of new ships. or the 
retaining of any of our ships within the Na':al E:'3tabhshment 
,vithout considering other large elements besides enlis~ed ~er
sonnel. The two aircraft carriers will add to .engmeermg 
expen~es. They will add to expenses of con truction and re
pair. They will add to ordn.ance. !hey will a.dd to expense of 
transportation. Are you gomg to Ignore the Immense amount 
of money we are ap11ropriating for all of these ele~ents for the 
Naval Establishment as it is to-day and say that If these car
riers 8hall come in we do not propose to withdra :v any one of 
any type from the Naval Establishme~t? Do~s. 1t mean that 
we are beginning a program under which additional men an? 
additional money will be added for the upkeep of these ad<li
tions to the Nav;r without regard to the heavy burdens that 
the Naval Establishment is exacting of us to-day? The com
ing year (1927) will witness the addition to our. :fleet of 
new ships. They are not of a replacement type,. aside from 
the gunboats. The building program, to which I directed your 
attention a bit ago, and that in part at lea~t we must expect 
to meet, will add additional ships, new ships, to the Naval 
Establishment within the next five years. Do you prop?se, if 
-vou add the"e ships, and many of them will not be m the 
nature of replacement ships~o you propose, I say, to keep all 
the ships of the Naval E -·tablishment that are to-day afloat, 
that are to-day in commLsion, in commis ·ion as tllese. new 
craft may be added, and thereby pile your n~val.appropriation 
bill moneys higher and higher instead of mamtaming them at 
a conF:tant level? Your committee believes that we must pro
teet the Treasury of the United St!ites ~rom the .enormous 
expew1itures that such naval expansiOn Will mean if we a~e 
to have regard for the burdens that rest upon the people of this 
country. For that reason, then, your comm~ttee rec~mmends 
that for the coming fiscal year we effect certam reductions. 

PROPOSED REDUCTIOXS 

These reductions will be attained by withdra~ng a very lim
Ited number of hip of the establishment as it is to-day out 
of active commission. When Great Britain takes one of her 
great ship out of active commission and places it in re ·erve 
it i. · nw under tanding that she places on board only 10 per 
cent of ·the personnel that would be necessary were the shiJ? in 
full commission. There can be no reason why the Umted 
State might not follow the same example. Your committee 
has not sought to indicate what ships or what types of ships 
should be withdrawn. l\lay I say that the withdrawal of a 
battleship would relieve 1,200 men. The withdrawal of a 
cruiser would relieve 300 men. The withdrawal of a de
stroyer would relieve 100 men. There can ·be modifications 
made in the program of withdrawals. The withdrawals need 
not aU be from battleships or cruisers or destroyers or subma
rines. They might be f1·om a single type, they might be 

some cllosen from each type. This is a matt('r of admini-.tra
tion and it is a matter that can be worked onl by the dep fl r t
ment. With that then in view, your committee come to yon 
with a report that will mean the maintenance of your fleet i u 
essentially the condition that it is to-day, that will provide for 
manning and caring for the additions in the way of new crnft 
that will be added to tbe Naval Establishment during 1027, and 
that will effect economies in the following particulars : 
Tral?-spor~a tion and recruiting _________________________ _ 
Engmeer1ng ------------------------------------------Construction nnd r<:>pa)r ______________________________ _ 

l'ay for the Navy-------------------------------------Prort ions, Navy ___________ .:. _____________________ ___ _ 

~lOG.OOO 
770 ,000 
:1:.!0, 00() 
386,500 
1 ' lj , 0 00 

Or a total in these items oL _____________________ 1, 7G8. ;:;oo 
Fl'EL AXD TRA~SPORT.\TlO~ 

But there are two other major factor in the pro~ram that 
the committee recommends. Of these two the first one to 
which I shall refer is fuel and transportation. By withdraw
ing a limited number of ships from the Naval Establishment 
that would have regard for about 2,000 cnlisled men, we can 
reduce in sizeable dimensions the item for fuel and tran~porta
tion. 

The Budget e timate for 1927 for fuel and tr::msportation 
are in the figures $14,750,000. Those figures were IJased upon 
the list of ships to which I referred a few moments ago and a 
fairly definite amount of steaming for each type of ship. The 
plans for steaming for 1!)27 include as the major factor the 
fleet maneuvers for the year. The project as it now appears 
will be for tLe maneuvers to occur essentially off Guantanamo 
and off the Atlantic coast. The major part of our ships at 
the beginning of the cruise and maneuvers ''"ill be on the 
Pacific coast. Enormous steaming w-ill be required to carry 
out the complete program and to do all the other steaming 
tllat will be necessary during the year upon the part of differ
ent types. For battleships it is e tlmated that the steaming for 
12 of the ships will be 21,500 miles. Six of them will be in 
commission only part of the year, and their miles of steaming 
will be 7,000 as to three and 13,500 as to the other three. It 
is planned that 10 of our light cruisers will steam more than 
20,600 miles each ; that certain other cruisers will ~ team from 
16,200 to as much as 25,500 mile ' each; that each of 103 de
stroyers will steam more tllan 19,000 miles; that each of 77 ~ub
marines will steam 10,000 miles ; and that each of our four fleet 
submarines will steam 21,500 miles. I am not mentioning the 
'steaming provided for other craft. Some of the auxiliary ships, 
such as colliers and transports, must steam far more than the 
mileage I have indicated for a ship of a single type. The ques
tion addressed itself to the committee whether or not this 
steaming was not in excess of that which was essential. 

:Manifestly a certain amount of steaming is e~F:ential for 
keeping Rhips in best condition. for keeping t.he men trained, 
for keeping the command advised and trained in the great 
problems of maneur"ering and handling craft e.· ·ential in the 
event of war. On the other hand, there comes a line beyond 
which by the very process of using the 'Craft we are subtract
ing from their value by wear and tear. This is reflected in 
engineering. It is reflected in construction and repair. Dur
ing the last several years extra costs havf' beon pilinJ:: up 
under engineering, especially coinciding with a more libera 1 
policy touching the steaming of ships. I have no doubt the ·e 
two factors have immediate relation and that in part the cau~e 
of the necessity for increased cost for repair i · by reason of 
more steaming than ought to be. 

S TEUllXG PnOGRA~f OF GREAT BRIT.H~ 

It appeared to members of the committee that when it cama 
to steaming, we were following a program far rno-:.·e liheral 
than that seen nece sary by any other nation. Great Britain 
again seemed to be the nation with which comparison could be 
made, and we were led to believe that our steaming wa · ':astly 
beyond the steaming required in the Briti h fleet. Notwith
standing the fact that the British Empire extends all over the 
world, notwithstanding the fact that tllere mn:-: t be added to 
the cost of steaming in the British Empire vast sums to care 
for coming into contact with the various part· of the empire, 
nothwithstanding such things as this, it seemed that we were 
following a program of steaming far in excess of that which 
Great Britain believes necessary. Officers of our Navy before 
the committee did not believe that we were in exce s by 51) 
per cent. I pressed further, and while no accurate figures 
could be given touching the steaming of Great Britain, I l>o
lieve that our steaming can not be far from 30 per cent in 
excess of the steaming required by the British fie t. I think 
that our officer$ feel that this figure can not be far wronrr anti 
that they would not be willing to make a positive statement 
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that our steaming is not more than that, Rnd; on the other 
band that it is not less. We feel that the item for fuel and 
tran~portation could not be justified to the extent of the 
excessive steaming to. which I have referred. 

EAST All1l WEST COAST PURCHASES 

Again, ·on the basis of Budget estimates it was anticipa!ed 
that one-third of the fuel oil would be purchased on the Pac1fic 
coa t and two-thirds on the Atlantic. Upon consideration of 
the factors to which I have just referred, namely, the with
drawal of a tery limited number of ships from active commis
sion and the cutting down in some degree of the amount of 
steaming, we feel that we could and that we ought to take 
from the item fuel and transportation the amount of $1,750,000. 
In other words, to report to you an item for fuel and trans
portation of $13,000,000 for the fiscal year 1927. I believe that 
thi will provide steaming on a somewhat reduced scale, but 

· that will permit carrying out the essential maneuvers for 1927, 
and I belieYe that it will provide for a program that is con
siderably larger than Great Britain would regard as adequate 
for her navy. 

1\fr. BRITTEN. The gentleman has just said that the deduc
tion of $1,711,000 was made in fuel appropriations. Was that 
deduction made with the advice and guidance of the ex:pet:ts of 

·the Navy Department, tbe General Board? - Did the committee 
arbitrarily deduct $1,700,000? I am asking for information. 

Mr. FRENCH. Does the gentleman think that the officers of 
the Navy Department would advise us to take any ships out of 
commission? 

1\fr. BRITTEN. My question was whether the committee 
ru•bit.J.·arily deducted $1,700,000, or did they do so on the rec
ommendation of the experts of the Navy or the Budget officer? 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman knows that the Navy Depart
ment officers would not advise us to ta.ke any flhips out of com
mission. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Does the gentleman want me to answer the 
question? 

Mr. FRENCH. My friend from Illinois likes to answer ques
tions when the answer will support his side of the question. 
He knows the answer to the question he asked me just as well 
as if I would an wer it. Of course the officers of the Navy 
Department ha-ve not come and begged us to take ships out of 
commission. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRE1."\'CH. I ha-ve indicated my willingness to yield to 

the gentleman. 
Mr. BRITTEN. Yes; the gentleman has been very kind. I 

have asked him no questions about taking ships out of commis
sion. For the enlightenment of the House I want to know by 
what authority the committee made a reduction of $1,700,000 
in the appropriation for fuel. The gentleman talks about ships. 
I am not talking about ships. 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman forgets that fuel has relation 
to ships. [Laughter.] The only purpose of carrying an appro
priation for fuel at all would be to maintain the ships in mo
tion. The department through its officers did not recommend a 
reduction of ships, nor the estimates in the Budget, nor . the 
reduction of steaming mileage, nor has the department recom
mended or advised that we purchase oil on the Pacific side 
instead of on the Atlantic to the extent proposed by the com
mittee. But these three propositions will appeal to the sen
sible 1\Iembers of this House. Specialist~ in the Navy as 
everywhere are interested in their own line, and we must take 
into consideration the .good of the whole country and not neces
sarily take the advice of any branch of the Navy in which the 
experts may be interested. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
Mr. MONTGOl\IERY. Does not the gentleman think that 

we ought to keep tl.te 5-3 ratio with Japan as we do the 5-5 
ratio with Great Britain? 

Mr. FRENCH. That qnestion has had the consideration of 
our committee. 

We believe we are substantially can·ying out the program of 
the ratio with respect to Japan. It is true that as to the dif
ferent types of ships we do not have a~ all times the ratio in 
all ships that might be suggested by the treaty, either as to 
japan, Great Britain, or any other nation. In one place one 
nation bulges out stronger than another. In another place that 
same nation will be weaker than another. To-day there is an 
unusual condition existing in Japan. To-day Japan has a 
rather large enlisted personnel. But there are reasons that 
exist for a liberal personnel program on the part of Japan that 
do not in\olve the Dnited States. What is the situation? 
Suppose there were adjacent to the United States countries 

• 

that wei.'e inyol~ed in war. Suppose 1\Iex:ico, the Cenh·ai 
American countries, South America, were all aflame, does any
one think, , then, that we would fail to maintain rather a large 
enlisted personnel? We possibly would be putting into full 
commission destroyers and submarines that are now in decom
missioned status, not with a view to hostility, but for the 
purpose of protecting ourselves against any eventuality. So 
it is with Japan to-day. Fire is running through China. It 
can not help but involve Japanese interests. Russia is inter
ested. Japan must be interested, and being interested must 
keep a large personnel on her ships to watch and care for 
the situation. 

1\Ir. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chah·man, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. The gentleman will admit, however, 

that we have not the 5--5-3 ratio between the United States 
and Japan. 

Mr. FRENCH. I did not say that; nor is it true. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Japan has a greater ratio than we. 
Mr. FRE.NCH. No; that is not correct. What I said was 

that Japan to-day has possibly a slightly larger number of en
listed personnel in proportion to the ratio than have. we, but 
the ratio does not refer to enlisted personnel. The ratio refers 
to battleships and carriers and tonnage and to sizes of guns. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
.Mr. TABER. Is it not a fact that while Japan has six bat

tleships under the treaty she has only five in commission, and 
that while she has four battle cruisers under the treaty she 
has only three in commission? 

Mr. FRENCH. I think the gentleman gives the figures ac
curately. 

.Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
· Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 

Mr. LAZARO. Does the gentleman mean to say to the Hcu e 
that because the personnel is not involved in the 5-5--3 treaty, 
an undermanned ship can meet a fully manned ship? 

Mr. FRENCH. I have not undertaken to say that at all, but 
I have said in substance that there are a good many elements 
that enter into the picture. There are a good many factors 
that must be considered. One of them is men and one is ships, 
and you can subdivide that as to typ~s of ~hip.s, . and I do. say 
that substantially the United St~,ites IS mamtammg her nght
ful place under the treaty. 

Mr. LAZARO. But the gentleman has just made the state-
ment that Japan has a larger personnel than we have. 

Mr. FREXCH. No; I ha\e not made that statement. 
Mr. LAZARO. That is what I understood. 
l\Ir. FRENCH. If the gentleman so understood, he under

stood incorrectly. I will give the figures furnished to us. The 
United States has an enlisted personnel of 81,702 as of Septem
ber 30, plus 2,500 marines, who are doing the duty that would 
be done by enlisted men in the Navy were it not for. the ~a
rines, and in addition to that we have all those other mclefinite 
numbers of men to which I have referred. 

Japan has 65,402 enlisted men. She maintains from 60 to 
62 per cent of her enlisted men afloat. That means that she 
has afloat from 39,242 to 40,550 men on her ships, as against 
more than 61522 men afloat maintained by the United States. 

Ur. LAZARO. Did not the gentleman say awhile ago that 
on account of the trouble in China and Russia, Japan had a 
little larger personnel than we? 

Mr. FRENCH. No. What I did say was this, that as to 
men she has a relati\ely larger figure than the .·hips ratio. 

Mr. LAZARO. One more question. Are our ships fully 
manned? 

Mr. FRENCH. Of course they are not. No navy ought to 
keep its ships fully manned in peace tin1es. 

l\1r. LAZARO. Are they as well manned as the Briti.~h 
ships in personnel? ' 

Mr. FRE ,.CH. It has always been thought that the United 
States mans her ships more strongly than Great Britain-that 
is, personnel in the essential ships. 

.Mr. LAZARO. Then, why has Great Britain a larger per
sonnel than the United States? 

Mr. FRENCH. I have already indicated that by pointing 
out the number of types of ships that Great Britain has that 
are performing functions that I do not think are of an essen
tial military value, as are the functions performed by battle
ships cruisers, destroyers, and ships of that sort. 

M/ LAZARO. .And "the gentleman includes marines and the 
Coast Guard? 

l\Ir. HADLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
Mr. HADLEY. The gentleman prefaced this colloquy with a 

statement with reference to the treaty ratio strength as to 
Japan, and he stated in hi· opening statement that the program 
reported out by the committee is substantially in conformi~y 
to the treaty ratio. In this colloquy which has recently oc
cm·red he states that the enlisted personnel does not go to the 
que tion of the ratio strength at all. 

Mr. FRENCH. I did not make that statement. 
Mr. HADLEY. That was the inference drawn from the 

stntement the gentleman made. 
Mr. li'RENCH. It was not the inference that should have 

been drawn from the statement. 
Mr. HADLEY. Very well. The gentleman has opened this 

question not in a full way at ~ll, and I think, in view of the 
questions which have been asked and answered, the gentleman 
owe.., it to the House to put in the RECORD either now or later, 
for the information of the House, a definite and detailed state
ment that will gh·e the House the information a · to what the 
committee has done in reference to the treaty ratio strength as 
to Japan, and full particulars be given, so that no inference 
will be necessary to be drawn and we will have the facts. I 
think the Hou e should have that information. 

Mr. FRENCII. Let me make this observation in answer to 
the suggestion of my friend from Washington [Mr. ILulLEY]. 

The statement I made with reference to the question of the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. LAZARO] as to men could have 
been to the effect that one of the factors that must be taken 
into account is men, but, even so, a factor that is not even 
mentioned in the treaty touching ratios. The gentleman knows 
that the treaty refers to 18 battleships for the United States, 
18 for Great Britain--

Mr. BRITTEN. No; 22. 
l\Ir. FRENCH. Yes; 18 battleships, some of which ar·e old, 

and 4 battle cruisers to make up for her inferior ships. Japan 
has 6 battleships and 4 bat tle cruisers. The treaty refers to 
tonnage total of 525,000 for battleships of the United States 
and three-fifths of that for Japan. It refers to airplane-carrier 
strength of 135,000 for the United States and Great Britain 
each and three-fifths of that for Japan. Out ·ide of that, there 
is nothing in regard to ratio in the treaty. ·we may build as 
many cruisers as we desire; we may build any other ships we 
desire. We would be limited as to tonnage on all sbips. and 
we would be limited as to size of guns. There are certain 
factors of that kind in the h·eaty, but nothing as regards the 
number of m·en. 

1\Ir. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. FRENCH. No; let me go on further. Now, as we haV'e 

presented in this bill, we have felt that there is something even 
more than that we ought constantly to have in mind, and that 
is the spirit of the treaty. That is a factor that does involve 
men; it does involve 8hips of auxiliary types; and it does 
involve resources ; it does involve a great many elements not 
recognized in the treaty itself. All of these factors your com
mittee has endeavored to consider. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield there for a ques
tion? 

1\Ir. FRENCH. I want to bring this discussion to an end. 
Mr. HADLEY. Mr. Chairman, I sought recognition to ask a 

question, and the gentleman declined to yield . then, and I ask 
him to yield now. 

Mr. FRENCH. For a further question? 
Mr. HADLEY. The House is thoroughly familiar with all 

the treaty provided, I think. The gentleman, instead of an
swering the question I asked, proceeded to tell the House the 
provisions of the treaty. What I am asking about is the pro
vi ions of the bill with respect to its relation to treaty require
ments and particularly in reference to the ratio between the 
United States and Japan. 

Mr. · FRENCH. Well--
1\Ir. HADLEY. The gentleman has not answered that ques

tion and not purported to answer it, except by the statement 
that he has just made when he proceeded to analyze the provi
sions of the treaty. 

l\fr. FRENCH. The gentleman ought to bear this in mind: 
That when we report a bill we do not report it in the terms 
of a treaty. Now, under the bill we have reported the Navy 
Department can maintain all our treaty battleships in full com
mis ion and all the airplane carriers, including the two that 
will come into commission within a year. The department can 
make some deduction in other ships of the Navy if it chooses 
to do o. In other words, as to every essential part or factor 
that should be considered, whether within the treaty or out
side of it, the bill carries funds that will enable our Govern
ment to maintain its part within ratio. 

Mr. SCHAFER. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for a question for information? 

1\Ir. FRENCH. All right. . 
Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman .giV'e me any infcrma

tion as to just how the Navy promotes the officer personnel? 
And do they demote some of them? For instance, if they have 
a thou and officers and the ap11ropriation proV'ided for only 
800, how do they make the reduction? Do the:v take a com
mis ·ioned officer and put him !Jack to the position of a non
commis ioned officer? 

The CHAIRUAN. 'rhe time referred to by the gentleman 
ha expired. 

Mr. FRENCH. I want to consume 15 minutes more, l\Ir. 
Chairman. 

Now, let me make this .'tatement: The gentleman's problem 
is taken care of in the law itself. The number of officers is 
based upon a certain percentage, defined in the law, of the 
authorized enli ted men strength. These are line officer and 
include a ratio from admiral down to ensign. Staff officers, 
such ns the l\Iedical Corp and the Dental Corps and others 
of that type, are added in defined ratio. In fact, the depart
ment could not keep a larger percentage of offic-ers than is 
defined by the law itself. 

.MJ·. SCHAFER. What I want to get at is this: Say we have 
a certain number of graduates of the Naval Academy, and 
we re<luce the number of the officer personnel. ·what do you 
do V\ith the graduates? Do you make them noncommissioned 
officers? 

Mr. FRENCH. We do not have the maximum in officer 
strength at present that we are entitled to under the law. 
At the pre.-ent time we take care of the graduates of the 
Naval Academy by having them enter the Navy. To-day we 
are short abont 700 officers. It will be at least two years 
before we shall be up to the authorized strength of officers 
in the NaV'y. Should there be a surplus of graduates, com
mi ·sions would be refused to the extent of the excess number. 

1\Ir. l\IcSW AIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
1\Ir. l\IcSW AIN. I am compelled to deduce from the gentle

man's statement that he has no navy yards in his district, 
and that he has neither a son nor a nephew nor a brother 
in the Navy. [Laughter.] The graduates from the Naval 
Academy constitute the basis for the officer· of the line? 

.Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
l\Ir. 1\lcSW AIN. A man who is a graduate of a civilian 

college who V\ishes to serve his country's Navy can not rise 
to be an officer in the Navy because some Member of Congress 
will not give him an appointment to the Naval Academy. lie 
can not break through the crust of the officers' class even by 
hard . work and study and loyalty? 

Mr. FRENC:M. In the Navy a different policy is main
tained from that pursued in the Army. In the Army more 
than one-half of the officer strength comes from colleges, uni
-versities, technical schools, military schools, and other similar 
institutions. 

In the Navy the policy is different because of the technical 
work ha-ving to do with the ships and with the Naval Estab
lishment generally. In other words, the Navy is eventually 
fed through the academy in the matter of line officers. In the 
Army we expand by taking many officers from civil life. 

Mr. McSWAIN. The gentleman acknowledges that that very 
technical work het4s talking about is done by the warrant offi
cers in the Navy themselves? 

Mr. FRENCH. Ob, no; the gentleman is mistaken. 
Mr. BRITTEN. Every year as many as 100 boys can come 

out of the service itself without appointment by Members of 
Congress and go directly to the academy. They go through 
the academy without appointment by Members of Congress, 
do they not? 

1\Ir. FRENCH. Yes. 
1\Ir. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. In a moment. We may admit 100 from the 

enlisted personnel in addition to 25 from the Naval Reserve 
and the number named by the President and those maintained 
at the academy at all times by Senators and Representatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
Mr. BUTLER. Does the gentleman mean to deny that the 

opportunity is shut off from the enlisted men of getting com
missions? I know of some of the best men in the ervice have 
come from the enlisted ranks and never entered the academy. 

Mr. FRENCH. But only, I am sure my friend wlll & gree, 
under special or war legislation. 

Mr. PA'rTERSON. Will the gentleman yield now t 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 

• 
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:Mr. PATTERSON. Will the gentleman explain what he is 

going to do about replacing the Shenandoah, and what he will 
do about the Los Angeles, and what we will do about the sta
tion at Lakehurst, the only one of its kind in the country? 

Mr. FRENCH. I was just reaching that question. 
LAKEHURST 

Lakehurst is the lighter-than-air station of our Go\ernment, 
and that was built at a cost of moi·e than $6,000,000. When 
we had the Shenandoah she was cared for at Lakehurst. and, 
aside from the expenditure for helium. it required approxi
mately $1,715,000 to maintain the institution. The Shellmlr
(loah was in every sense a Navy ship. 'l~ere was no limit as 
to its use. It was as much a ship of the Navy, so far as use 
was concerned for peace time or for war, as was a battle hip 
or a cruiser. The Lo8 ·Angeles under the treaty was turned 
over to the United States, but it was turned over to the 
United States under limitations that denied us the use of the 
ship for any military purpose. It could be cared for at Lake
hurst alongside of the henandoah by practically the same offi
cer. and men, by es entially the same cost for heat and light 
and overhead-in other words, a~ a sort of by-product, by an 
expenditure of $130,000 a year. Now, when we were expend
ing $1,715,000 for the maintenance of the Shenandoah, and 
when by the expenditure of an amount less than 10 per cent 
as large, we could care for a sister ship, even though she was 
not usable for military purpose or the defense of our country, 
we were ready to add our approval of the program. But with 
the destruction of the Shenandoah the equation has changed. 

To maintain the Los Angeles will require approximately the 
same amount of money as was nece sary for the maintenance 
of the Shenandoah. It would require $1,716,500 to maintain 
Lakehurst and care for the Lo8 A.ngelcs for 1927 and this 
exclusive of any expenditures for helium. The m'embers of 
your committee were challenged by such a program. Would 
we ha\e been justified in bringing in an item in so large a 
sum that would accomplish so little as that which could be 
accomplished by maintaining the Los Angeles in commission? 
What had we to gain? 'Ve were told that from experiments 
made, test flight", and -programs that bad been undertaken 
by both the Shenandoah and the Los Angele8, that neither 
type of ship would justify itself from a commercial standpoint. 
Barring accident, either type of ship could make the trip 
across the seas or to Bermuda or across the country. We were 
told that it would be desirable to see whether or not a ship 
of this type could maintain a regular route. But why expend 
such a vast amount of money for such a purpose? We were 
not proposing, and it was not proposed, that we maintain a 
definite route. I think we may acc·ept it a. certain that bar
ring accidents and barring unfortunate weather conditio'ns of 
t~e severe t type, that a ship such as either the Los Angeles 
or the Shenandoah could maintain definite service. It was 
argued that we ought to look forward to the time when we 
would have a ship of five or six million cubic feet. We were 
told that such a ship would be profitable commercially across 
the Atlantic, but further experience with the Los Angeles 
would prove little in the matter of a ship two and a half times 
as large. But we were told that we bould maintain the 
Los Angeles for the training of officers and men. But to what 
end? No such ship bas yet been authorized by Congress. 
Your committee did not have authority to make appropriation 
for o much as the beginning of such a ship. 

With these thoughts in view your committee has recom
mended that Lakehurst be maintained in a closed-down condi
tion. We have recommended an appropriation of $125,000 for 
the care of the great plant and the care of the Los Angeles; 
her machinery and her fabric must receive attention. We be
lieve tile amount we have recommended will be adequate for 
the purpose, and it is in the terms of the figures submitted bv 
the Bureau of Aeronautics. By maintaining Lakehurst in a 
closed-down condition we shall be able to release · more than 
200 men for the Navy and more than 200 marines who will 
take their places elsewhere in the naval or muine ~ervice. 

1\Ir. APPLEBY. I would like to ask the gentleman this ques
tion: The bill for the construction of the new Slte'nandoah is 
before the Naval Affairs Committee, so would it not be better 
to wait until the Naval Affairs Committee has decided \Vhether 
or not they are going to build another Shenandoah before you 
determine what you are going to do with Lakehurst? 

Mr. FRENCH. It is always the policy of the committee to 
wait for an authorization before it makes appropriations for 
such purposes as _that, and we would need to do that here. 
¥~· BUT~ER. 'V~y did you not wait? When did your 

waiting begin, my friend? You have not waited in this bill, 
because. you . have authorized the construction of a ship in 
connectiOn With commerce. You have provided for an appro-

priation of $300,000, agninst which we shall have to take some 
exception. 

:Mr. PATTEUSON. Does the gentleman mean that the 
$1,700,000 includes the pay of the officers and men? 

Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
1\Ir. PATTERSON. That pay will go on just the same? 
U~. ~~EXCH. That part as to pay of the men will go on, 

and It ISm part because of the men we could :find at Lakehurst 
thB;t we were able to make a deduction of 1,000 men in the 
estimates that we have brought forward. 

:\Ir. PATTERSON. About 400. 
)lr. FRENCH. That would include the marines. A little 

over 200 would be the number for the Navy. 
Mr. ~RE~TZ. Was anything brought out in the hearings 

regardmg the commercial investigation of helium in addition 
to that carried on by the Government? 

llr. FRENCH. Let me answer the suggestion of the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuTLER] the chairman of the 
le""i lative eommittee. I said the Appropriations Committee 
<Ud not have. the authority to appropriate for a ship, but it does 
have authonty to make appropriations for experimental pur
poses. ~e have car~ied appropriations aggregating $1,900,000 
for contrnued expenmental purposes in av-iation. Of tbis 
amo~nt $1,?00,000, plus,_Is for heavier-than-air craft and $300,-
000 Is for lighter-than-au experimentation. That is within the 
discretionary authority of the Nayy Department. The item·. 
to which my friend refers did not come to us through the esti
mates of the Bureau of the Budget but it does have reference 
to a~ experiment-if the departm~t desire to carry it on
looking to the development of a metal type of lighter-than-air 
craft. 

1\lr. BUTLER. What induced this? Did the military men 
recommend it? The fact is that they have all come to us 
and said they prote ted against it. 

l\lr. FRENCH. It would not be fair to state to the House 
that .the recommendation for the duralumin type of metal 
airship has the support or recommendation of the department 
nor did it come to us through the Bureau of the Budget. But 
on the other hand, the propo ·ition is not new. It has been 
befo~e several of the departments for a good many months 
and It was finally brought to our committee. The committee 
held hearings upon it. 

l\lr. BUTLER. l\ly friend, it was brought to you by a busi
ne. institution in the United States, which is endeavoring to 
build this kind of an airship, and we are going to put $300 000 
of Government money into it. ' 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 
Ur. FRENCH. Let me just finish this. 
Mr. BEGG. .My que tion has to do with that proposition and 

the statement the gentleman from Pennsylvania has just made. 
1\lr. FRENCH. Let me :fini h answering the question. This 

proposition, I would say, has been a subject of investigation by 
the Aircraft Corporation, of Detroit, Mich. That concern bas 
spent tl10usands of dollars on investigational work and the 
proposition was made to the department that that concern 
would spend more money than the department would be asked 
to spend on a joint experiment, and after the bearings we had 
it was decided that it wo-ttld be a desirable investigation to 
carry on. 

We are to-day carrying 1,600,000 for experimental work 
where the Gov-ernment a sumes all the responsibility of experi
mentation in heavier-than-air aircraft. Here was $300 000 that 
we appropriated to match, dollar for dollar, an experm;_ent that 
seemed worth while to make, where the other fellow wa willing 
to more than match the dollar of Uncle Sam. Even at that it is 
up to the sound discretion of the Navy Department, and the de
partment does not need to make the in\estigation if it does not 
feel it is a desirable thing to do. Now I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BEGG. I am not interested in the controversy between 
the various branches of the Navy. The thing that struck me 
pretty forcefully was what I understood the gentleman to say 
in his remarks when the gentleman fi·om Penn. ylvania [Mr. 
BuTLER] first introduced the subject of the $300,000 appropria
tion unauthorized. 

I understood the gentleman to say that, of course, the Com
mittee on Appropriations could not appropriate for an un
authorized ship but did have the authority to appropriate 
to experiment. That kind of reasoning followed to a logical 
conclusion means that if you want to build a ship for $10,-
000,000 all you have to do is to label it an experiment. [Ap
plause.] 

l\fr. BUTLER. The gentleman is entirely right, and will the 
gentleman plea e ask our friend now to tell us wherein th~ 
jurisdiction lies. 

1\Ir. BEGG. That is the point I have in mind. 

L 



2386 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JANUARY 1-d 
Mr. BUTLER. Where would you draw the line-on a 

~cent ship or a $10,000,000 . hip? -
1\Ir. BEGG. How far does authority to experiment rest 

with the Committee on Appropriations? 
:Mr. FRENCH. I will say in response to the gentleman that 

there is a border line there that ha.s never been determined 
by the Congress or by the rules of the House. We are appro
priating money for experimentation touching airships. Is an 
airship a ship or is it not a ship? 

l\Ir. BEGG. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
which he can readily answer. 

l\lr. FRENCH. Let me first finish my statement. It has 
been contended by some that for every airplane you build 
you ought to have the specific authority of Congress. I do 
not think the Members feel that way about it. It is urged, 
on the other hand, that for a ship such as the proposed 
dirigible you must have the authority of Congress. The fact 
of the business is, I think it is up to the committee to endeavor 
to respect the wishes of the Co.ngress in this regard, and it 
is a problem that is fairly subject, possibly, to debate under 
the rules whether or not we do have the authority to conduct 
such an experiment. Personally I think we have. 

1\Ir. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield right there? 
Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 
Mr. BEGG. And I am not doing this to take up the time, 

but I think it is vital. This thing you are proposing right 
now is vital to the rest of us in the House, and I want to ask 
the gentleman, Suppose some man should come along with a 
proposition that would flap its wings and fly, something un
heard of, does the gentleman mean to say that under the au
thority of this House granted to the Committee on Appropria
tions, the committee could appropriate a million dollars or 
$5,000,000 or $500 to build one of those machines to experiment 
to see whether it was practical or not, without specific author
ity from Congress? 

l\Ir. FRENCH. You mean without authority from Con
gress? 

Mr. BEGG. Yes; without specific authority, I am talking 
about. I mean under the present rules, could you do that? 

Mr. FRENCH. Of course, we might assume that an ex
periment on so extravagant a ship would not be made, but the 
House and not the committee must finally pass on any pro
gram. 
. Mr. BEGG. To make the illustration apropos we must make 
it extreme. 

1\Ir. FRENCH. The department is to-day making experi
ments on all kinds of airplanes it believes are worth while. 

l\Ir. BEGG. Absolutely, but I want to direct the attention 
of the gentleman to the fact that every dollar they are spend
ing was given them by the Congress for the specific purpose 
of experimenting in that special field and not for buying new 
ships. 

l\lr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield? Did they not 
spend over $200,000 on a beliocopter? 

l\lr. MONTGO~IERY, :Mr. BRITTEN, and Mr. AYRES rose. 
l\ir. AYRES. Will my colleague yield? 
1\fr. FRENCH. Gentlemen of the House, I want to bring 

this discussion to an end and at the same time the subject is 
so important I do not want to seem to deny Members the 
right to ask questions. My colleague on the committee bas 
arisen and I ought to yield to him before I answer the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. BEOG] further, and I therefore yield to 
my colleague from Kansas. 

:Mr. AYRES. I would suggest to my colleague that this is a 
matter that will have to be. decided anyhow when a point of 
order is made, and I think it is useless to discuss it at this 
time. May I also make another observation, in view of the 
question asked? Is it not a fact that the experts of the Navy 
Department did come before our committee and state that while 
they were not recommending this appropriation for such a 
lighter-than-air ship, they did say it was worth trying out; and 
if it proved to be a success, it would be far superior to anything 
we ba\e now? 

Mr. FRENCH. There is no question as to the statements of 
experts from the department along the line of the statement 
made by the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield right there, be
cause of what transpired in his committee room the other day, 
which is not secret at all? Will the gentleman yield for one 
second? 

Mr. FRENCH. I am compelled to yield to the gentleman, of 
course. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Thank you very much. Is it not a fact that 
the Assistant Secretary of the Navy came into your committee 
room the other day and told you he had been directed by the 

Secretary himself to tell you that the Navy Department did not 
want this Tin Lizzie at all? . 

Mr. FRENCH. Well, the gentleman is phrasing the proposi
tion in language--

l\1r. BRITTEN. Well, I will call it a metal-clad lighter
than-air ship. Did be not state the Navy Department does not 
want it, and the gentleman who is proposing it--

Mr. FRENCH; Let me answer your question. The gentle
man wants to ask his question in his language and put the 
language to answer it in his own words. He bas asked the 
que tion in his own language, and I propose to answer it. The 
gentleman from the department did not phrase the statement 
or the po ·ition of the department, as the gentleman has sug
gested; but as I said to the gentleman from Pennsylvania a bit 
ago, this proposition did not come from the department. 

But the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AYRES] is correct in 
the statement that experts within the Bureau of Aeronautics 
believe it is a worth-while experiment to carry on; and as one 
of them said-and one of them in whom we have tremendous 
confidence--the United States would certainly be a poor sport 
unless it .. would match dollar for dollar such an experiment as 
this that held out the hopes that are held out if what is 
claimed for it can be attained. 

l)fCREA.SE OF THE NAYY 

For the current fiscal year there was appropriated under this 
head in the naval act $7,444,000, and in the second deficiency 
act $4,000,000. The latter act, however, carried further appro
priations under this bead totaling $17,000,000, chargeable to the 
fiscal year 1925, but more properly chargeable to the current 
fiscal year. In effect, therefore, the cunent appropriations 
footed $28,444,000. A..q against this, the committee is pro
posing, in harmony with the Budget, direct appropriations 
totaling $28,275,000 and an indirect appropriation of $i:i,OOO,
OOO, representipg a transfer to be effected from the working 
capital of the naval supply account fund. 

The following table indicates the "Vessels now in course of 
construction on account of which appropriations are proposed 
in this bill : · 

Ship construction in progress 

Number, type, and unit cost 

2 aircraft carriers ($47,612,500) ____ _ 
1 mine-laying submarine, V-4 

($6,150,000) ----------------------
2 cruising submarines, Y-5, V~ 

($6,320,000) ------ ------- ---------
2 light cruisers, Nos. 24 and 25 

($16, 750,000) ---------------------
6 river gunboats (~00,000) ________ _ 

Appropriated in this bill 
Remaining 

1------,.-----.,-----1 to be ap· 
Rull and 0 dn Av;"tl'on propriated machinery r ance u.o 

$8,000,000 ------------ $3,300,000 $.'i25, 000 

1, 350,000 $425,000 ------------ ------------

5,500,000 500,000 ------------ 4, 14.0, 000 

Total (13) ___________________ 12!,250,000 4,525,000 3,300,000 I 25,365,000 

I $5,000,000 by transfer from naval supply account fund. 

The aircraft carriers will be completed during the fiscal year, 
as will the submarine V-4. The construction which will ex
tend beyond the fiscal year 1927 was all commenced during the 
present fiscal year, and, as the table indicates, will require 
future appropriations totaling $25,865,000. 

In addition to carrying forward work on vessels now under 
way, the Budget proposes and the committee is recommending 
an appropriation of $1,200,000 for commencing three more (two 
are now under construction) of the eight light cruisers author
ized in the act approved December 18, 1924 ( 43 Stat. 719). 
The total unit cost of these vessels is $16,750,000. ·with re
spect to these cruisers, attention is called to the fact that the 
act authorizing their construction, contemplated thnt the entire 
number (eight) would be commenced before July 1, H)27. 
The committee, notwithstanding, bas agreed with the Budget 
proposal to postpone the commencement of them in the realiza
tion that Oongress will have convened again in regular session 
well before the time limit imposed in the authorizing act will 
have expired. It should be stated, however, that there is noth
ing in the language of the appropriations proposed to hinder 
the President from commencing these three vessels if he should 
conclude such course to be wise or necessary. By retarding 
work on other vessels, funds could be found for making a com
mencement. In the naval appropriation act approved August 
29, 1916, authority was given for the construction of nine fleet 
submarines. Three of these submarines have not been com
menced. The six for which appropriations have been pro
vided do or will represent the acme of our naval architectural 
and engineering skill. The importance of this type of craft is 
obtious and that we should have more, in the absence of inter· 
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national limitation, is generally recognized by naval students. 
The committee is proposing that plans and estimates for the 
three submarines already authorized but not yet commenced 
shall be presented to Congress at the beginning of its next 
regular session. 

Attention is called to the form in which the appropriations 
are stated. It is a return to the form employed prior to the 
Conference on the Limitation of Naval Armament. A direct 
allocation is set up by the Congress for each branch of the 
work, 'and it is believed that a better picture can be had of 
and a better check made or maintained on the funds requested 
or made available. Furthermore, by introducing a fixed ord
nance cost, which is a new departure, we are better able to 
arrive at our total commitments when considering new under
takings. 

Mr. BRITTEN. I want to ask the gentleman if he dces not 
think he is occupying an unusual attitude before the House 
when the committee says in one breath, through its chairman, 
we ha;e declined to appropriate for a ship like the Los Angeles 
because we doubt om: authority, and yet comes in here with 
an appropriation of $300,000 for a metal ship which the Navy 
Department does not want and sent word that it does not want. 
I think the committee is occupying an unusual position. 

l\Ir. FRENCH. I must decline to yield further. I decline 
to yield because I must bring this discussion to an end, and I 
must speak briefly of the new building program. 

Gentlemen, our program should be supported because it 
means economy. It should be supported because it is ade
quate. It should be supported because we look forward to 
future conferences on armament limitation. It should be 
supported because it will make it easier for other nations to 
arrange their budget programs. The action that will be taken 
by this Congress will be obsened by every other great nation 
in the world. If we make our program large this very reason 
will be cited by Great Britain as an argument for increasing 
her budget and by Japan as a reason for raising her expendi
ture for her naval establishment. More is involved than mere 
dollars. Let me cite an illustration : When the program for 
new construction of replacement cruisers was before the Brit
ish Parliament on July 29, la t, Captain Benn, in the House 
of Commons, pointed out that action looking to large expendi
tures of money in behalf of the British Navy would find its 
reaction in the United States. Captain Benn said: "We know 
that the eight ships which appear in the fleet estimates are 
not appropriated at all. The money has not been ;oted. 
lhe Americans have been holding their hands. I have little 
doubt that the result of our decision to-night will be to cause 
Congress to vote the money for these eight ships (the eight 
cruisers authorized by the Fifty-eighth Congress), and when 
that money is voted and the ships are laid down, they will be 

My own judgment is that it hardly would be practicable to 
frame a bill for the proper support of the Navy carrying a 
smaller sum than here proposed. I mean by thp.t, apart 
from new ship construction. Whether some of the amounts 
making up the total could be more wisely applied is another 
question. 

For instance, we nre told that the Boston and Charleston 
Navy Yards could just as well be closed and merely maintained 
in an inoperative status; that even the Philadelphia Navy Yard 
with the exception of the aircraft factory, could be dispen~ed 
with, and yet no move is being made to close the e establish
ments; and they are being operated with the usual large over
head and taking money which the Navy could well afford to put 
into ship repairs and impro;ements. 

By this I mean that it does appear that we are devoting 
money to some objects which might just as well be thrown into 
the discard. I am inclined to believe that both the Navy and 
Congress to a certain extent are to blame. I have discovered 
that activities begun during the war and intended for war pur
poses in many instances are still being maintained at the 
expense of the Government, even though they may be useless 
or practically so, at this time. ' 

As I have said, the Navy is not altogether to blame. When 
an effort is made to close up a useless navy yard or training 
station, the Congressman in whose district it may be situated 
stands ready to fight for its continuance. I can realize it may 
be embarrassing for the Navy heads to insist upon abandoning 
these actinties, or at least it has been in the past. 'l'herefore 
it seems to me there is but one course to pursue, and tha t is 
for the naval authorities to state frankly the facts concerning 
these matters to this committee and for this committee to 
cease appropriating for the maintenance of such projects even 
though we have to fight it out with our colleagues. 

The Navy is entitled to use every dollar appropriated for 
some necessary na;al purpose, and the taxpayers are entitled 
to have the money appropriated used for the purpose of build
ing up and maintaining a good Navy and not used for some 
project which is useless simply because some Representati;e 
may feel he is being outraged because he is going to haye 
something taken from his district. 

You know most people vision the Navy as a big war ma
chine; little do they know of its peace-time missions and em
ployments, and it is upon these I should like to throw some 
light, if I may. 

Before doing so, however, I wish to illustrate the sphere in 
which the naval officer mo;es through life. It will recall to 
many of you, and bring to the attention of others, the role of 
om· na;al representatives at home and abroad. This callg 
to my mind what President Coolidge said iJi his address to the 
Naval Academy graduating class of 1925: 

quoted in argument by speakers in this House as a reason for You have chosen a profession which represents one of the greatest 
entering into a larger program of construction. We sta,nd military arms of our Government. You will be a constant testimony 
to-night at the parting of the ways." throughout your lives that America believes in military preparation 

That is the situation that addresses itself to us to-day. We for national defense, for the protection of the rights, the security, and 
are at the parting of the ways. Are you going to hold to a peace of her citizens. You will be called to places of responsibility 
program that means economies with adequate defense, or are and command. You will be given the power of life and death over 
you going to follow a program that means an ever-increasing fellow countrymen. You will represent the power, the glory, and the 
naval establishment for the United States? I appeal to you honor of this Nation among foreign people, with all the prominence 
to support the program recommended by your committee. [Ap- that arises from wearing the uniform and carrying the flag. What 
plause.] you are the American sailor will be, and what you represent t he 

.1\Ir. AYRES. nfr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, American Navy will represent in the ports of our own country and in 
the matters included in this bill have been so ably presented to those of foreign peoples where little will be known of the nature of 
the committee that I shall not undertake to discuss the bill at authority under liberty save what is learned from you. You have 
all, because it would be a repetition of a great deal that has been chosen for this high calling. 
been said by the chairman of the subcommittee [Mr. FRE Tea], Not generally appreciated by the citizens of our country but 
who has gone into it and discussed it from start to finish. forcefully praised by our late Secretary of State, l\lr. Hughes, 

I do, however, feel that I may discuss some things that were is the Navy's part in initiating trade through diplomacy. 
developed during the hearings before the committee that The increasing importance of our foreign trade-last year it 
woul? be of interest to the people over tJ:e _l!nited State~ and amounted to well over $8,000,000,000, including the muketing 
to this House. I refe~· to a J?-U~ber of activities engaged m by 1 abroad of our surplus cotton, wheat, tobacco, mineral oils, 
the N~v.y Depar~ent that Is m no way a part of. the. nav~l automobiles and parts, fiour, and many other commodities, and 
p~opos1t10n. A gre~t O'deal of the $317,000,000 ~arried :lfl. t.h1s the import~tion of such vital necessities to our industrial and 
bill. goes ~o defraymb e~enses of these vanous ~c~;Iti~s. economic life as rubber, tin, manganese, jute, coffee, sugar, and 
~bile I ~ill not take the time to refer to all the. activities m silk-all this foreign trade which is transported overseas makes 
view ?f the time that has been taken by the cha1rma~ of the this promotion and protection of commerce by our Na;y a 
committee, I do want to refer to some of them for the mforma- tremendous industrial asset' 
tion of the House and th~ general public: . . Other maritime nations aiso comprehend the importance of 

However, .befor~ ref~rnng to these activities I d~ want to say visits of friendship by naval ;essels to foreign ports. Only 
a~ th~ ranking ~monty ~ember .of the subcommittee charged recently a member of the House of Commons of Great Britain 
With Its J?reparation there 1s but little I can add, except that it uttered a complaint in legislative session because naval ves
has my mdo~seme_.nt;_ ~nd approval. It calls for a total cash sels were not sent more frequently to South American ports, 
outlay of $31t,274,t8,, mcludmg $5,000,000 ~Y !ransfer from the stating freely that immediately following a ;isit of their 
nava~ sup~ly .account fund and a reappropnatwn of $75,000 for vessels of war to a large South American seaport, Great 
certam aVIation expenses. Britain had done a particularly large amount of business. 

LXVII--151 



2388 OONGRESSION AL RECORD-HOUSE JANUARY 19 
We are, however, not without many historical examples of 

naval diplomacy and the consequent trade following it. In 
1826 Capt. Catesby Jones, of the Navy, negotiated a treaty with 
the native chiefs of Hawaii. While it was an excellent treaty, 
the Senate failed to ratify it. This hesitancy on the· part of 
the Senate rendered much more difficult our future negotia
tions with the islands. In 1839, Commodore Wilkes during his 
scientific exploration of the Anarctic and Southern Pacific 
Oceans was more successful when he made an agreement with 
the native chiefs of Samoa, which was subsequently the basis 
of our claim to the island of Tutuila. 

Commodore Kearney in 1840 exercised initiative and judg
ment when following the " opium war" in China, he reso
lutely dem~nded the same extension of trade concessions for 
the United States as were demanded of China by Great 
Britain. The principle of the " open door " and equal oppor
tunities in China were, it is evident, herewith initiated by an 
American naval officer. 

It was in 1853 that Commodore M. C. Perry succeeded 
where many others had failed in persuading the Japanese Gov
ernment to open their ports to the commerce of the world, 
thus accomplishing an acknowledged feat of diplomatic genius. 
The last hermit k-ingdom of the world, Korea, was opened to 
world commerce through the efforts of Commodore Shufeldt 
in 1882. 

Ground was broken by the Navy in Santo Domingo and 
Haiti for American commerce. In 1902, when John Hay was 
Secretary of State, he commented on the Navy's work after 
a revolution in the West Indies as follows: 

I have always felt relieved when a naval officer had arrived on the 
scene, because be always kept within the situation. 

In 1904 John Hay again remarked: 
We have had a number of difficult international situations in the 

West Indies in the last two years, and they have all been handled 
by naval officers very well. They have not made one single mistake. 

An outstanding example of the Navy's diplomatic work is 
afforded in the reappointment, at the request of the State 
Department, of Rear Admiral Mark L. Bristol as high com
mis ioner to Turkey. Admiral Bristol was sent by the Navy 
to Constantinople soon aftei' the armistice in Europe in 1918 
to command the small American naval forces there. A large 
part of his efforts was devoted to the promotion and security 
of American commerce in the unsettled countries bordering 
the Black Sea. His intelligent grasp of the situation exist
ing there led to his appointment by the State Department 
as high commissioner, with the subsequent request by that 
department for his reappointment. Daily we read in the 
newspapers that "at the request of the State Department," 
naval ships are transporting diplomatic agents on ~pecial 
missions over the oceans. The dignity of a naval vessel 
creates an impression beii.tting such errands of diplomacy. 
We read that the battleship Utah furnished transportation 
for the State Department's mission, headed by General Persh
ing to South America from November 20, 1924, to March 13, 
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5, the Utah steaming 17,250 miles on this mission, utiliz
ing at the same time the opportunity for the regular, con
tinuous peace-time training of the ship's personnel. 'Ve read 
that the U. S. S. Rochester transported the Tacna-Arica mis
sion from Key West to Arica, and remained at that port 
until December 3, when she was relieved by the U. S. S. 
Dent·et·; that the Chileans and citizens of ~eru were exceed
ingly pleased with the courtesy of the admiral on board the 
Rochester~· also, that the Denver, or some other ship of the 
special service squadron will remain at the disposal of the 
mission until its work is completed. We read, further, that 
at the request of the countries concerned, naval missions 
are now at Brazil and Peru, instructing their naval officers, 
fostering closer relations; and that sending a similar mission 
to Mexico is now under consideration. 

OUI· citizens ab1·oad know the Navy. In China, on more 
than one occasion, the prompt dispatching of a division of 
destroyers from our Asiatic Fleet to protest the bombard
ment of Canton by contending forces engaged in almost 
ceaseless civil war, has spared not only the lives of our own 
citizens there but also toose of other equally grateful inhabi
tants. In September and October, 1924, and again in the 
fall of 1925, our Asiatic Fleet spread its protecting wing over 
Shanghai and the lower Yangtze River. Without the serv
ices of our gunboats on the Yangtze and South China patrols, 
which penetrate some sixteen hundred miles up river, Ameri
can business men and missionaries frankly state that should 
this patrol be discontinued they would ha.\e to leave simul
taneously. 

Down in the turbulent Caribbean countries, revolutionists 
have learned that it is futile to challenge the protection 

afforded by our Navy's Special Service Squadron to our tre
mendous fruit, sugar, and hemp trades, as well as our oil 
and mining interests. 

In European waters, the dispatch of two destroyers to 
Beirut has sened recently to shield OUI' nationals from in
juries while the Druses and French threw the region there
aboqts into bloody turmoil. In 1923 and 1924, our naval 
forces there answered calls from our ministers to Greece 
and Albania, where revolutions created precarious situations. 

In September, 1922, when the Greek army of occupation re
tired in utter rout from Smyrna, our destroyers were on hand 
to protect our nationals and to guard our oil, tobacco, and 
flour trade commoditie . Again, in October, 1923, the moral 
effect of a searchlight thrown by the U. S. destroyer S imps01t 
upon the pier at Sumsoun at the request of the Americans there 
had a stabilizing result that can not be oyerestimated. In 
commenting on the work of our small European naval detach
ment, the director of the foreign department of the Near Ea t 
Relief praises unstintedly the efficiency of this force-and here 
I quote-

as a positive and quiet force for the security of American citizens 
working in the Near East, whether on business, in missions, or 
philanthropy. 

I desire at this time to call to your attention the splendid 
services our Navy has rendered in a humanitarian way. I won
der how many people in our Nation realize that the Navy's 
errands of mercy have saved more lives than ever have been 
destroyed by the Navy's guns in all our wars. And lives, not 
only of our own citizens but also of citizens of foreign coun
tries. I will not need to quote many instances of this work 
of philanthropy and first aid to prove my point. 

When earthquake, tidal wave, and fire laid the region of 
Tokyo Bay, Japan, in ruins September 1, 1923, the services of our 
Asiatic Fleet were placed at the disposal of the Japanese Gov
ernment, and stores and medical supplies were rushed to the 
scene of disaster. The U. S. destroyer Stewart was the fu·st 
foreign man-of-war to arrive with aid, and other ships of our 
Navy rapidly followed her with succor. The naval forces ren
dered such heroic assistance that when the fleet took its de
parture it carried away the warmest gratitude of the Govern
ment and the people of Japan and hundreds of American citi
zens and foreigners whom it had aided in the greatest disaster 
of modern times. 

In 1922, following the evacuation of the Greek army from 
Smyrna, fire broke out in several quarters of the city, devastat
ing the foreign sections. Three hundred thousand refugees 
from outlying districts, and stragglers from the routed army, 
were left destitute and homeless. It was decided that the refu
gees must be evacuated. They were fed and transported away 
from the scene of horror on board the United States destroyers 
and other ships requisitioned 1mder orders of the senior Amer
ican naval officer present. This American naval offcer had 
to insist on an extension of the time limit allowed by the Turks 
for evacuation. At anothei' time, an American naval officer's 
requests delayed the bombardment of the Turkish port of Sam
soun by the Greek fleet, so that American citizens and Amer
ican property could be removed to a place of safety. 

Previous to the great task of evacuating Smyrna, our High 
Commissioner to Turkey, Admiral Bristol, had cooperated with 
the Ailles in finding homes and employment for over 100,000 
Russian refugees in Constantinople, and, seeing the neces ity 
for an organization to take care of the refugee problem, this 
same high commissioner, an American naval officer, organized 
the Smyrna disaster relief committee. 

Closer home we find that assistance was sent by the Navy 
to the British Leeward Islands of Tortola and Anegada in 
August, 1924, when the Virgin Islands were swept by a West 
Indian hurricane. Also that the citizens and officials of Santa 
Barbara, Calif., were deeply grateful for the aid rendered by 
the Navy when the earthquake of June 29, 1925, threw that 
city into a state of havoc and horror. The Navy sent ships 
and supplies immediately, established a marine guard and blue
jacket patrol ashore, maintained a relief station on shore, and 
kept open communications to the outside world. 

Going back into history tlle score for our Navy rises high. 
The famine in the Loo Choo Islands in 1832 and the great 
famine in 1843 in Ireland found our Navy ships on hand with 
relief supplies of food and clothing. The Navy furnished first 
aid following the earthquakes on the island of Chios in 18 1, at 
Martinique in 1902, San Francisco in 1906, Jamaica in 1907, 
Messina in 1908, and Chile in 1922. Always cooperating clo ely 
with our magnificent relief organizations, the Navy has placed 
its name high on the roll of honor for missions of mercy to 
hum~nity in distress. 



1926 OONGRESSION AL RECORD-HOUSE 2389 
I have spoken of the cooperation rendered by our Navy to 

relief organizations and to the State Department. I would 
like now to mention in passing instances of the cooperation 
of our Navy Department with other governmental agencies. 
At pre~ent the States of Massachusetts, New York, and Penn
sylvania are using naval gunboats for the maintenance of mer
chant-marine nautical schools, and the Navy, besides lending 
these vessels to the States, is also contributing an adequate 
sum of money each year toward the upkeep of each ship. Navy 
personnel mans the Bureau of Fisheries vessel Fish Hawk.for 
the Department of Commerce, and the Navy Department g1ves 
that bureau eT"ery aid possible in carrying out their work. 
The T"essels of the naval transportation service, in addition to 
the carrying of naval personnel, transport Government officials 
and civilian employees. Small quantities of freight for other 
Government departments are carried by the naval transporta
tion sernce where there are no regular steamship lines avail
al.lle. The naval transportation service carries explosives for 
the Panama Canal authorities. The naval transportation serv
ice h·an ·ported the 16-inch guns for the defense of Hawaii and 
guns and armor plate for the defense of Panama. The supply 
ship Vega, at the request of the Department. of Comme~ce, 
tran~ported personnel and supplies to the radio and sealmg 
stations in the Pribilof Islands and Bering Sea ports in the 
summer of 1925 showing an actual money saving to the Fed
eral Treasury ~f about $15,000. The naval communication 
sen·ice handled last year, not including the work of radiocom
pass stations, a total volume of 24,457,031 words for other depart
ments or agencies of 'the Government. Radio-equipped naval 
seaplanes flying over the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans are co
operating with the United States Weather Bureau in the work 
of forecasting meteorological conditions. At the request of 
the ·war Department, naval vessels guarded the Army around
the-world flight, 33 ships being employed, at a cost of $321,-
157.30 for fuel, these vessels being diverted from regular naval 
duties for a total of 128 days. 1\Iany other examples such as 
these come to mind, but I will pass to another subject. 

Tmning now to the vast business of American manufactur
ing, I shall endeavor to give you an insight for a moment into 
the important part our Navy has played and is constantly play
ing in the development of home industries. 

The Navy's demand for high-grade armor and ship plates 
in 1887 for its steel ships, forced, in the opinion of no less an 
authority than Andrew Carnegie, the present-day American 
steel industry. When the World War cut off the supply of 
optical glass from Germany, the Navy's requil·ements for this 
commodity, and the Navy's cooperation, resulted in the firm 
foundation for the manufacture of this important product at 
home. The Navy's experimental model basin, in which its 
ship models are tested for efficient performance before the 
ships are built, has been constantly available to and used by 
civilian shipbuilders. Navy standard specifications for vari
ous materials and machines have set high commercial stand
ards. Naval influence has been of value in the adoption and 
development of electrical ship propulsion and in propulsion by 
heavy oil-burning internal-combustion engines. 

The Navy's cooperation with aircraft-engine manufacturers 
has led to America's supremacy in aircraft-engine plants. The 
Navy pioneered in the work of building rigid airships in this 
country and has in this and many other ways pointed the way 
to the development of a new industry and the creation of a 
new sphere of commercial activity. 

Nor should it be overlooked, in passing, that another recent 
manufactw·ing art-radio-was introduced into the American 
field by the demand, research, and development of the Navy. 
The establishment of 100 per cent American-owned commercial 
radio companies came about as a result of conferences-just 
before we plunged into the World War-in which, to insure 
the secrecy of our overseas communications, naval officers 
took a leading part. The ensuing development and research 
of radio in this country has profited by the coordinating efforts 
of our Navy's work along lines of war-time preparedness in this 
art of communication. 

The Navy is constantly engaged in research, and in this it 
holds many honors in the promotion of science. Research 
work is carried out in radio and sound apparatus at the Naval 
Research Laboratory, Bellevue, and on naval vessels. Im
proved navigational .tables and methods are worked out both 
at the Naval Academy and the Naval Observatory, and also 
at the Hydrographic Office, the results being published by the 
latter and given out to the shipping world. Types of fuels 
and lubricants are constantly being tested at the naval eYperi
mental station, Annapolis, to nnd the most economical and 
best type to use. The Naval Bureau of Ordnance is experi
menting with success on a rust-preventing compound to be 
used on steel. Before the United States helium production 

plant at Fort Worth, Tex., was transferred on July 1, 1925, 
by act of Congress, from the jurisdiction of the Navy Depart
ment to the Bureau of Mines, Department of Commerce, the 
Navy, operating the plant, had reduced the cost of helium from 
$200 per thousand cubic feet in 1922, to $25 to $30 per thousand 
cubic feet in June, 1925. The National Industrial Conference 
Board, made up of an imposing array of organiza,tions repre
senting manufacturing, has enlisted, among other governmental 
agencies, the services of a bureau of the Navy Department in 
making a special study of the cost of distribution of this 
country's overproduction of farm products. I may say I am 
in hopes this board will succeed better than has other govern
mental agencies, including Congress. 

Naval medical officers, while stamping out disease in Guam, 
Samoa, and the Virgin Islands, where naval governors are in 
charge, have made invaluable contributions to the knowledge 
of medical science as applicable to tropical regions. A naval 
doctor paved the way for suppression of fever in the Tropics 
during the construction of the great Panama Canal. The 
Navy is testing the capabilities of heavier and lighter than air 
craft with a view to furthering naval and commercial avia
tion. This committee has such confidence in naval experts 
along this line we have increased the appropriation $300,000 
to experiment in lighter-than-air craft. 

I do not need to remind you that the vast maritime world 
on which our commercial products are carried to the seven 
corners of the globe, and on which our citizens travel abroad, 
depends upon our Navy to an incalculable degree for its 
charts, radiocompass bearings, and sailing directions in order 
that the ships of all nations may continue their business in as 
safe and sure a manner as the winds and oceans will permit. 
The Navy is ceaselessly at work here in its element. The 
Hydrographic Office of the Navy Department prepares and 
prints navigational charts, Notices to Mariners, Changes in 
Charts, Notices to Aviators, a Weekly Bulletin, Pilot Charts. 
Sailing Dil·ections, Light Lists of the World, Pilots of Foreign 
Waters-all, vital to the master mariner-and has charge of 
the sale of the above publications to the merchant marine. 
The naval communications service maintains radiocompass 
stations along the United States coasts, which give radio bear
ings to all ships requesting them. Accordingly, ships accu
rately locate their positions during foggy weather. The volume 
of this traffic in 1925 totaled 137,592 bearings for 5,765 navaf 
and 58,723 merchant vessels. Navy radio stations give out 
time signals, storm warnings, weather reports, notifications of 
any derelicts or other dangers likely to be encountered at sea. 

Surveys of the oceans are constantly being carried on in 
localities which have not as yet been accurately charted. The 
three regular naval survey vessels-the Hannibal, Nokomis, 
and Nia.gm·a-are now charting the south coast of Cuba and the 
Gulf of Venezuela. In addition to the regular survey ships, 
vessels of the Special Service Squadron, which operates in the 
Caribbean, survey any reported shoals in their theater of 
action. Lines of sounding are made by naval vessels cross
ing the oceans by means of sonic depth finders. The most 
recent sonic survey was made by the U. S. S. Colorado while 
she was steaming back to the United States from Australia 
and New Zealand. 

Survey and exploration expeditiont~ have been sent to the 
outlying islands of the Hawaiian group, and to Christmas, 
Jarvis, and Palmyra Islands to the southward in the Pacific. 
The Navy placed-from the 15th of April to the 12th ·of 
June, :W25-the minesweeper O·rtolan at the disposal of scien
tists from the California Academy of Sciences during their 
minute geological and biological sw·vey in the Pacific Ocean 
of the Revilin Gigedo Islands, Las Tres l\larias Island, and 
points of the west coast of 1\Iexico. Naval airplanes have 
mapped our naval oil reserves. 

Plans have been made for naval aircraft to survey Kingmans 
Reef and Palmyra Island in the southern Pacific in 1926 and, 
at the request of the Interior Department, to map photographi
cally the 40,000 square miles contained in that inaccurately 
charted section known as southeastern Alaska. 

Om· men-of-war while cruising throughout the world are 
constantly going to the rescue of ships in distress. The naval 
tanker Brazos only recently searched for and towed into Pilon 
Harbor, Cuba, on November 30, 1925, the Haitian ship Ville 
des Oayes, which had been adrift for five days because of 
broken-down machinery and had 400 passengers on board. The 
services of the ·u. S. S. Tre'nton, one of our modern light 
cruisers, were employed from November 3 to the 14th last year 
in a ~earch for the missing Danish ship Leiv Eiriksson. When 
the Italian aviator Locatelli dropped to the icy ocean south of 
Greenland, the U. S. cruisers Richmond and Raleigh. the de
stroyer Barr·y, and naval planes were ordered by the Navy De
partment to comb the seas for him. A lookout on board the 
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U. S. S. Ricltmoml saw a lighted flare on the drifting plane the 
night of August 25, 1924, and Locatelli with his mechanician 
were picked up by the cruiser. The destroyer Bainbridge 
effected a rescue in the Sea of Marmora, Turkey, on December 
16, 1922, which upheld the highest traditions of an heroic serv
ice. The French transport Vinh-Lon.g, with 496 passengers on 
board, caught fire at sea. The Bainlrridge, en route to Con
stantinople, was maneuvered alongside by her gallant com
mander, rescuing 482 of the passengers despite the panic on 
board incident to a series of explosions which twice blasted the 
destroyer away from the transport's side and caused many per
sons to be blown into the sea. I was on this vessel, the Bain
bridge, last summer cruising among the Hawaiian Islands. It 
was exceedingly interesting to hear her officers tell of this won
derful act in rescuing the passengers from the Vinh-Long. 

As you observe, gentlemen, from the brief touches of its 
manifold activities which I have deemed it a privilege to pre
sent, our Navy is a great, going concern which, preparing itself 
daily as an inst:I·ument of war, actually becomes an industrial 
asset of silent, progre sive strength during times of peace. And 
in the perlormance of the e duties we must not forget the r6le 
played by the Navy as a training school for youth. Annually 
this great American university, with its carefully prepared trade 
courses and its e sential naval discipline, turns out about 20,000 
graduates. These graduates return to civil life with a con
spicuous improvement in personal bearing, health, physical 
strength, technical skill, knowledge of the world, respect for 
genuine authority, and civic responsibility. Who can gainsay 
that they are not as~ets to their community, State, and Nation 
for having been taught discipline, self-restraint, clean living, 
the building of character-for having been instilled with the 
principles of Americani m, those high principles of inherent 
:.-e pect for the Con tih1tlon, the law, and ideals for which our 
great country stands? 

In conclmdon I can say that I ag1·ee with President Coolidge 
when he said: 

Our people should realize what the Navy bas done for the country in 
the past, not only in war but in peace. They should know that the 
Navy is not a financial burden, but an industrial asset that bas re
turned more in economical value than its cost; that it has never caused 
a ·war or tempted the country to go to war. 

[Applause.] 
Thus, gentlemen, it can be seen that the $317,279,287 appro

priation carried in this bill is not for the sole purpose of build
ing up a huge war machine but an industrial asset as well, and 
I have tried to throw some light on this peace-time Navy of 
ours and reveal it in its splendid entirety. [Applause.] 

Ur. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, in the month of October 
a subcommittee of the Banking and Currency Committee of the 
House, accompanied part of the way by a subcommittee of 
the Banking and Currency Committee of the Senate, at the 
invitation of the Federal land banks and the Federal interme
diate credit banks, made· a visitation of all of the land banks 
and intermediate credit banks in the United States. It was 
for the purpose of learning first hand the problems that were 
confronting both the banks and their owners, the farmers, and 
the matter of legislation~ that might be judicious in order to 
solve some of the problems still unsolved. We tarted at 
Springfield, Mass. We were on the road 27 days, and we spent 
10 of the nights on Pullman cars, working in the daytime 
and riding at night. I believe we attended 26 collations and 
made enough speeches, if printed, to encumber the CoNGRES
SIONAL RECORD to the exclusion of the speech of the gentleman 
from Kan as [Mr. TINCHER] made yesterday on the tariff ques
tion. We got back weighing more than we started out with, 
but we did get a lot of information on these banks. 

In the first place, I shall discuss for a moment the physical 
condition of the banks. The banks are owned, organized, and 
manned by farmers. Two years ago, against tl;le advice of 
many of the wiseacres of this country-and, by the way, at 
first of the Farm Loan Board itself-we placed the control 
of the banks in the hands of their stockholders, to wit, the 
farmers, who owned them. We gave them the right to name 
four out of the seven directors, and there were a good many 
dire predictions that they would borrow loosely after that, be
cause the· owners were the bQrrowers, but it proved to be the 
other way around. The borrower is the owner, and after he 
bas borrowed be is going to look after it to ·see that he does 
not lose, and that has not only not worked to the detriment of 
the banks but great wisdom has been shown in the selection 
of the directors, and great wisdom has been shown in the man
agement of the banks. 

Ten of the bank have buildings of their own, and that is an 
index to the economic ideas of the people who run the banks. 

Ten of these banks have built their own buildings, and they 
have expended for the buildings $2,340,000. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. 
Mr. AYRES. No building has been constructed in the city 

of Wichita, Kans., for the land bank out there, has it? · 
Mr. STEVENSON. There are two places where they hav-e 

not constructed buildings yet: One is at Wichita, Kan ., and I 
snail state to the gentleman in confidence, so that he can use 
it as he pleases, that the impression given us was that the 
minute the Wichita people made it possible for a proper lot 
to be acquired at a proper price, and location, there would be 
a building put up there. That is all they are waiting for. 

Mr. AYRES. Then I shall see if we can not hav-e that done 
as quickly as I get home. 

Mr. STEVENSON. That seemed to be the only difficulty. 
They have the money, and they need the building. 

1\Ir. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

1\Ir. STEVENSON. Yes. 
Mr. GAR~TER of Texas. How does the cost of their build

ings compare with the cost of the buildings of the Federal 
reserve banking system? 

Mr. S'l'EVENSON. In New Orleans the building is not com
plete; but they know what the cost will be, and there is an
other one in course of construction, and there is no building 
started as yet at Wichita. as I state, for the reason that they 
could not get a proper lot. Ten of them are completed and 
are contained in the financial tatement. Tho e 10 buildings 
cost $2,370,000, an average of $237,000 each. The Federal re
serve banks have 12, and they cost $61,809,000, which is 53 
per cent of the capital of all of the Federal reserve banks, 
being an average of $5,150,750 for each building. That makes 
a comparison between the management of the financial mag
nates of the country and the management of the farmers when 
they get to running a banking institution. 

Mr. TINCHER. llr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. 
1\fr. TINCHER The Wichita Farm Loan Bank is the best 

one in the system, is 1t not? 
Mr. STEVENSON. I am not going to enter into invidious 

compari ons, but the Wichita bank is a most splendidly or
ganized institution. If I had to say which is the best, I conld 
tell you which has lost the least, which is the lowest in default, 
which has the cleanest slate, which has practically everything 
right up to date, and that is the bank at Houston, Tex., manned 
by a gentleman who is a native of South Carolina, and the 
Wichita and the New Orleans banks are right up in the same 
class. 

Mr. TINCHER. Then they ought to hav-e a building at 
'Vichita, and I hope my friend from Kansas will arrange for 
the lot. 

Mr. STEVENSON. They are entitled to a building. It is a 
splendidly run bank. 

Mr. AYRES. I promise my colleague from the West that I 
shall arrange for the lot. 

Mr. STEVENSON. And I want to say to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. GARNER] that the man who runs the bank at 
Wichita, and who has made a splendid institution out of it, is a 
Texan. All three of them are good banks, and all the banks are 
run well, some betfer than others. 

Mr. LUCE. Making a comparison as between the land banks 
and the Federal re erve banks, the gentleman would not ignore 
the po sible difference between the land values in Houston and 
one of the great centers of population. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I would not, but I hap_{'en to have an 
instance right in mind in the city of St. Paul and in the city 
of Minneapolis. In the city of St. Paul the Federal land bank 
has acquired and fitted up a splendid tank building, with eveory 
equipment necessary, and the building stands on the books of 
the bank at $175,000. They drove us over to the Federal 
Reserve Bank Building, which is in Minneapolis, across an 
imaginary line, and we found that they ha-re a magnificent 
building there, which cost three and a half million dollars. 
That is the difference. Let me tell you one of the differences, 
and I pointed this out to some of the New Englanders who 
were along. They took us into the Federal Re erve Bank 
Building, and they began to show us the magnificent marble. 
It was all trimmed in Italian marble, and the man said that 
it came from Italy, and was dressed in Italy, and numbered, 
each stone, and all they had to do was to set the stone. in place 
when they got here, and this notwith. tanding the fact that 
marble underlies the whole of that northwestern country 
within 100 or 75 miles of where we were. I a ked the man 
how they had taken rare of the American laborer and Ameri
r.fln raw material. Then we got into the great counting room, 
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where they had teakwood floors. I was not familiar with 
them, nor was my friend from Kansas [Mr. STR.ONG]. 

It turned out that it was wood which was gotten in the 
jungles of India and carried out by elephants and sawed by 
coolie labor in India. It is splendid to walk on, but it expands 
so they haT"e to put a little segment of cork in each joint so 
that the cork would shrink and spread as it contracts or 
expands ; and when my friend STROXG walked in and looked 
at it he said, "'\'\11ere in the world did you get this floor? 
It looks to me like my dairy-barn floor down in Kansas." And 
it does ; and yet they went all the way to India to get the 
most e],.-pensi\e wood in the world, brought by elephants 
out of the jungle and worked up by the people of India, who 
get about 15 cents a day, and brought over here, when the 
whole !',orthwest is full of hardwood of the finest kind. 

Mr. McSW .A.IN. If the gentleman will permit, has the gen
tleman's curiosity induced him to see whether or not teak
wood is on the free list? 

Mr. STEYENSON. I have not. It does not make ·any 
difference if it was $100 a thousand feet. That i · the differ
ence between our farm-loan banks and some of these. How
<;>ver. I dfd not iutend to institute any invidious comparisons, 
but 'there is the diff<'rence. You haT"e got 53 per cent of the 
ca11ital of the Federal reserve banki:l in great buildings in thh! 
country when money is the thing you do business with. You 
can not pay with brick and mortar, with marble or teak wood; 
you need money and you have to get money. It is like Russell 
Sage waN in the panic of 1907, wb('n he had millions of actual 
ca~h locked up in the vaults, and he got 25 per cent regardle~s 
of how long they got it. :Money is the thing tltat banks need 
and tbat is tlle one thing the farm-loan banks are standing 
for. 

Now, as to looking at the size of the banks. The greatest of 
them is Omaha. with $127,000,000 assets. St. Paul is close 
to it. with $123.000,000, Houston $118,000.000. New Orleans 
$105.000,000, Louisville $102,000,000, Spokane Si100,000.000, 
Wichita $93,000,000, St. Louis '·74,000,000, Columbia $68,000,-
000, Baltimore $60,000,000, Berkeley $44,000.000, and Spring
field $33,000,000, making a total of $1,064,000,000 which the 
farmei·~ by cooperation have gotten together. Now, to discus~ 
for a minute the operations of tbem. I remember-all of you 
do-that we had a great question about whether we should 
let thi · institution go into Porto Rico or not. I was verr 
doubtful about that but I finally voted for it, and we voted 
that they should have a limit of $5,000 as a maximum loan. 
Subsequently we increased tbat to '10,000, and I tell you that 
bank i being run as a branch of the Baltimore bank, and 
when we were there in October there never had been one 
borrower delinquent down there on a single payment. It i.; 
a remarkable thing. Those people down there think the.v 
belong- to Uncle Sam, and I think they think that if they do 
not pay these installments down there the Army and Navy 
will go ·down there after them. There never has been a de
linqu~nt payment on any of these loans. That is the ju ·tifica
tion of the act of Congress in giving them the opportunity. 
[Applause.] 

':l'l1ey ha ,·e $8.000.000 loaned out there in that branch. I 
tell you it was a gratifying thing to me to find our judgment 
so thoroughly justified. 'Yell, you say, what about the man
agement of the banb? I just want to give you one instance 
to show you ho\Y splendid has been the organization. I want 
to say to you that Judge Lobdell, of Kansas, has supenised 
all of this and has accomplished the most statesmanlike man
agement of all of these institutions, and you did hear a great 
deal of criticiam by certain alleged statesmen of another body 
becaUBe he is a financial agent now at a salary of $25,000 
a year. He sells bond~ of the intermediate credit banks and 
FedeTal Teserve banks, and is one of the most competent men 
connected with the system. He went up and saw personally 
to the organization of them. There are over a billion dollars 
of coupon bonds out. Those coupons come in just as coupon 
bonds of the United States come into the Treasury, except 
each bank's coupons goes to its own bank ultimately. They 
have the most complete system · there in each bank that is 
managed by one woman, and it takes not more than half of 
her time, so when a coupon comes in immediately it is recorded, 
it is in and paid. and then it is filed in order so in a minute or 
two you can find it. All you have to do is to give the number 
of the coupon and bond, and in two or three minutes it can 
be found. ·what has been the result of it? Why, you heard 
all of this talk about duplicate bonds which the United States 
Government has been paying and duplicate coupons, and there 
is millions of it. That thing can not occur with the farm
loan banks becam~e the very minute the duplicate comes in 
the first thing tlley do is to turn to the book to see if that 

coupon has been paid, and they find that it is paid, and so it is 
investigated and run down. Immediately a duplication arises 
of coupons of the same date and same maturity they begin 
an inYestigation and run it down. 

"Oh, well," you may say, "how can you tell which is good 
and which is bad?" They have their coupons so arranged 
that they can immediately turn to the coupon that has been 
paid and compare them, and then take them to the original 
bond and show whether this coupon is good and the other is 
spurious. They can settle it at once. It is the cheape-'t method 
possible, and it guards the treasury of the land banks just as 
the Treasury of the United States ought to be guarded by the 
system which has been abolished because they say it will cost 
$75,000 a year to do it. I say it would not. 'l'hey have inves
tigated every case in which duplicate coupons have been 
printed. It ean be detected. Why? Because they have the in
for:d:!ation right there, and you have a coupon to compare with 
it, and yon know where the bond is, and you can determine it 
at once. In one instance there was a $1,000 coupon presented 
which was immediately detected and sent back with the state
ment, "There is something wrong about this. The one that 
bas been paid is the genuine one, and this is the spurious one." 
The spurious one immediately dropped out of sight, and nothing 
more was heard about it, but that duplicate would have been 
paid if it bad not been detected in that way. 

Mr. ~lORTON D. HULL. · Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

1\Ir. STEYE4 Tsox Yes. 
Mr. MOR'l'O~ D. HULL. Can they duplicate these bonds? 
1\Ir. STEYENSON. Yes. Once in awhile you will find that 

the numbering machine may not have worked all the time, and 
two bonds may be numbered the same. 

l\lr. ALl'.ION. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. STE,TENSON. Yes. 
l\lr. AL:\lOX. You say there have been fraudulent farm

loan bonds found? 
Mr. STEVEKSON. They have all been explained except 

one. and that wa e\entually found to be a fraudulent one, or 
at least the holder Viithclrew the coupon and neT"er presented 
any more. They have a machine set up by Judge Lobdell, 
which works like an automatic machine. That is a safeguard 
which used to pre\ail at the Treasury of the United States and 
which we demanded in the report filed last spring should be 
reestablished here, but it bas been discontinued becau. e they 
say it caused too much trouble. But it would be a mere baga
telle in cost to protect the United States in that way, with 
$20,000,000,000 of bonds outstanding. 

Mr. ~10X. How much does it cost? 
1\lr. STEVE1~SON. Well, there is a lady clerk that attends 

to it, and he gets about $1,500 a year. There are 12 of them. 
1'\ow what have the banks done about the bonds? If you 

look at the statement of the bank you will find the bonds are 
backed by live collateral, not in default. You know when an 
in tallment is over 90 days past due they charge it off and 
put it in suspense account. They do not carry that in their 
active account at all. When a mortgage is foreclosed they 
charge it off and leave only the live mortgages on their books. 

The experience is that they ha\e not lost 10 per cent of the 
money invested in land where they had to buy it in. To-day 
they have, altogether, out of $1.000,000,000, $6,000,000 of real 
estate which has been charged off, but they will get practically 
the value of it, with the exception of the great area over in 
l\Iontana, which threatened to cripple the Spokane bank which 
went into wheat raising under the inspiration of war prices. 
They made wheat for a few years with remarkable success. 
People crowded in t~ere and made extensive improvements all 
over that country. However, you can ride to-day on the Great 
Northern trains a whole day and see beautiful homesteads 
that have been deserted because they found it practically irn
po sible to raise wheat there three years out of four. 

The Spokane bank had not enough collateral to take care of 
its bonds after charging off the lands taken under foreclosure 
there. They have got to put out a fresh mortgage to . back 
the bonds in the register when a mortgage is foreclosed and 
the land bought. But we have other banks with splendid sur
plus accounts and unimpaired credits and assets free, amount
ing to $50,000,000. What did they do? They just came up 
and took the $3,000,000 worth of land and took it over and 
charged it off to profit and loss and appointed a committee to 
make the best disposition they could with it. 

But that was one of the things that could not be fore~een. 
The Spokane bank and the other banks will lose but au 
insignificant amount if they are handled judiciously here
after. That illustrates the power of the combination. Here 
is a calamity that strikes one territory in the country. It 
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impairs the power of the farmers to meet their obligations. 
It makes so much paper in default that the banks in that sec
tion are insufficient in collateral to meet the bonds. But the 
other banks are ready and able to respond and charge the 
expense out of profit and loss, and when they restore it they 
place it in a profit account. That is the only instance of that 
kind that ha happened. 

They have had a great deal of trouble with two things, with 
taxes and the irrhration and reclamation projects. Many of 
these irrigation pr~jects are private, bonded to death, inju
diciously managed, pumped out until the water level is below 
where they can get water. Many of them are bonded until 
the debt against them i $150 on every acre in them. In the 
Berkeley district, constituted by Utah, Nevada, Arizona, and 
California, but very largely California, the average per acre 
indebtedness against the reclamation land is $41 an a~re. 
That tands ahead, except on United States projects. That 
stand ahead of the farm-loan bonds, and consequently the 
farm-loan banks have had to get out of it. They have found 
it injudicious to loan money in many of those places where 
thev need water. You can not know how it will pay. They 
take the water out until it gets below the le-vel where the 
pump will reach it. That is one of the great difficulties that 
they have out in the we ·tern country. 

:Mr. STRONG of Kansas. The banks -in that territory em
ploy experienced irrigation engineers to advise them as to the 
situation and condition of the irrigation projects there? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. They must have the most experi
enced irrigation engineers that are to be had, and they have 
them go to the bottom of every project. They do not loan 
any money until these engineer appraisers tell them it is safe 
to loan it ill that community. 

Now, there is a great deal of complaint about the fact that 
the Go\erLwent has loaned money on all sorts of projects out 
there. They bad a bitter experience in northern Montana, 
eastern Washington, and in the great bend of the Columbia 
Ri'Ver in Washington. What happened there? The great bend 
of the Columbia River was grazing country ; it was in an 
arid region, but they were getting along pretty well. But they 
wanted to get rich all at once, and a lot of speculators and 
land grabbers got in there, and they said, "We must irrigate 
it and we will make it the garden spot of the world." They 
did irrigate it, and it was all right for a year or two. They 
rushed in and borrowed a lot of money from the Spokane 
bank to improve their land, but the application of water to 
the land brought the alkali to the top, and there is a large 
part of it which 1\ill be an alkali desert for all eternity. The 
black alkali has de troyed it, and they have not found any way 
to counteract it. It is said that white alkali will be removed 
after some years of cultivation and proper handling, but that 
is not true of black alkalL That is just one of the problems 
they got np against there. They loaned money on this land; 
it looked like a safe 'Venture, but it was a di aster. 

They had another experience at the St. Paul bank. The 
St. Paul bank loaned money on a project in Wisconsin where 
there was a tremendous bog that covered about all of one 
county there. The agricultural college fellows said it would 
be the garden spot of Wisconsin if they could just drain it. 
They were getting an income from ferns, e\ergreens, grasses, 
and other vegetation which grew in the swamp, but they in
duced the State of Wisconsin to spend many hundreds Of thou
sands of dollars in draining it. 

They rushed in there and bought it in quarter sections and 
borrow~d money from the St. Paul bank to imp1·ove it and help 
pay for it. However, when they planted it it would not sprout 
anything ; it is now an arid desert and absolutely waste land, 
and they are endeavoring to-day to get water back on it, so 
that they can begin to grow ferns and grasses again. That is 
another of the kintl of problems which the land banks have been 
up against. But they are being educated and they are not 
lending much money out there on risky projects. 

You know, the evidence everywhere is uni'Versal, with the 
e:x<:eption of New England, that the interest rate on real estate 
loans has been reduced on an <Herage of 2lh per cent. That is 
not true of New England, because there a slight accession to 
the rate ha resulted, but that is entirely explainable. The old 
t·ate was about 4 per cent; the savings bank rate. There bas 
been a tremendous demand for money to invest .in Florida and 
other places like that, and some of the constituents of my fTiend 
f1·om Massachusetts [Mr. LucE] withdrew their money and the 
banks called their real estate loans and sent it to Florida to 
iu\est in sunshine or moonshine. The result was to raise the 
rate to about 4lh per cent there. If it bad not been for the 
farm land bank they would not have been able to get their 
money out of the farm loans they had, but the general level 
bas been reduced 2~ per cent. Do you realize that the loans 

in the United States on farm morfgages amount to $10,000,-
000,000, and 2lh per cent per annum is $250,000,000, and that is 
about the amount the system is saving to-day. But, you say, 
they loan only $1,000,000,000 of it, and that is true, but they 
have come to where they dominate the price of long-time farm 
money, because they handle such a large percentage of the busi
ness that the other people ha\e had to meet them, not only on 
rates, but on amortization, and money is now being loaned for a 
long term of years without renewal. That has been one of the 
accomplishments of the Federal farm land banks. 

There is another. You take it in my country; a man who 
borrows $1,000 has to pay 8 per cent, and he has got to pay 
it every year. In addition he has to pay a renewal fee every 
now and then. When he borrows $1,000 and pays 8 per cent, 
that is $80 a year. If he pay~ interest on that loan for 3::i 
years, he has not only paid $2,800 in interest but he still owes 
the $1,000. I have here the amortization table of the Federal 
land banks; it works out and it is guaranteed. If a man bor
rows $1,000 from a Federal land hank, he pays $62.50, being 
6% per cent interest, and that is applied on both principal and 
interest, and when he pays that $62.50 a year for 34% years 
he has paid all of his debt. He has not only done that but 
he has paid $517.50 less than he would have paid if he had 
an 8 per cent loan. He has paid his debt, whereas if he had 
an 8 per cent loan under the old rule he would have paid 
$517 more and still owed the $1,000. That is the difference, 
and it means the difference between the success and the de
struction of the agricultural people of this country. 

l\Ir. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STEVEN$0N. Yes. 
Mr. McKEOWN. The gentleman is making a very inter

esting speech on this subject. I would like to ask him whether 
his committee, during their investigations, which no doubt 
pro-ved very interesting to the committee and of value to the 
country, gave thought to the proposition of increasing the per
centage that would be permitted to be loaned? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina has expired. 

l\Ir. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five addi-
tional minutes. 

Mr. LUCE. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. 
Mr. LUCE. The gentleman's exceedingly valuable statement 

is so helpful that I wish he would take enough time so that 
he will not overlook telling us about the condition of the inter
mediate credit banks. 

l\Ir. STEVENSON. The gentleman will have to intercede 
with the gentlemen who have time at their disposal. The 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AYRES] has been extremely kind 
in giving me · this time and I do not want to take more of his 
time than is absolutely necessary. Answering the gentleman 
from Oklahoma, I will say that we considered that proposi
tion, but considering the situation of the people in this country 
and the fact that there are $9,000,000,000, or more, of farm 
loans that ought to be absorbed by this system, we do not 
deem it proper to recommend that more than 50 per cent of 
the appraised value be loaned on any real estate. It is a safe 
margin, and they have had $6,000,000 of real estate out of 
$1,000,000,000 on their bands as a result of loaning on only 50 
per cent, and we thought it was safe to leave that just as it is. 

Mr. l\IORTON D. HULL. What is the amount of the other 
roans made by the joint-stock companies? 

:\lr. STEVENSON. The joint- tock companies have loaned 
$500,000,000. A billion five hundred million dollars has been 
taken up by the two systems. 

Now, the gentleman from Massachusetts [:\fr. LucE] a. ked 
for some statement about the Federal intermediate crerlit 
banks. I was ju t coming to that point. The loans to the 
farmers are capital loans, prolluction loan , and marketing 
loans. The principal capital loan. of com-. e, is a loan to pur
chase and settle himself on hi farm. That is furnishell by 
the land bank. Then there i the capital loan for people out 
in the West who want to buy a herd of cattle with a view 
to raising them. That is a capital loa n. 

The basis of his herd, a the gentleman from Colorado 
know , who . is a cattleman or bas been a cattleman, is a 
capital requirement and con equently the intermediate credit 
bank bas to take care of that because the commercial banks 
can not. They can make the loans for three years which gives 
them time to bring on a crop of cal'Ves and get them ready 
for market. There is a great deal of tbi done by the inter
mediate credit banks. 

Then the production loans made to farmers who are produc
ing an annual crop are made now and heginrung to be made 
very extensively by the intermediate credit banks by di count
ing the paper of agricultural credit corporations. The farmers 
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~ill get togethe~ and form their agricultural credit corpora. 
ti.on. Tiley did It in my State last year in an area that had 
disasters and did not have either the credit or the bankinoo 
fa~ilities. to do business at all. They got their money through 
this credit corporation and it cost them about 6 per cent. They 
redeemed themselves and made a splendid crop and the inter
mediate credit bank did not lose a cent. It collected 100 per 
cent, so I was told when I was home during the holidays, and 
that has been its history everywhere. They get these loans 
at a low rate. They are all combined in a cooperative move
ment and they have made good and have paid their loans 
when they were due becau. e the loans are due to an institu
tion that has been a beneficiary to them. 

l\lr. McSWAIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STEVENSON. , Yes. 
M.r. l\IcSW AIN. I assume the gentleman refers to what we 

call the Pee Dee section. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I was referring to the coast section and 

not tile Pee Dee section. 
1\Ir. ::.\Ics·w AIK. The gentleman will remember that the Pee 

Dee section had practically four years of crop failures. 
l\lr. STEYENSON. Yes; the Pee Dee and the coast section 

al o. 
1\Ir. 1\lcSW AIN. In corroboration of what the gentleman has 

said, I remind him that in my section, which is the Piedmont 
section, there was practically a total crop failure in 1925 on 
account of a drought, and it is the hope, and the sole hope, of 
the farmers of that section that the intermediate credit banks 
'\\"ill enable them to make a success thls year. 

l\lr. STEVENSON. Yes; and that is simply rut illustration 
of the facilities we have provided by the intermediate credit 
banks. Here is a territory devastated last year which does not 
have the capital with which to produce another crop, and this 
interm(:>diate credit bank steps in and finances them and they 
come back. Then this year there is another section that has 
been burnt out by drought and they have to be helped during 
tllis next year. They will get this help and they will be back 
next year good and strong, and the help is distributed over 
such a large area that it takes care of the emergencies and 
there is practically no loss in lt. [Applause.] 

Now to sum up and conclude. 
The credit needs of the farmer of America are divided into 

three general classes : 
First. The capital loans, which include the purchase, ·improve

ment, and equipment of the farms and the purchase of heros 
of live~tock for production purpose . 

Second. The production loans, being the loans necessary to 
pm·cbase fertilizer and seed and pay for labor necessary to cul
tivate and harvest the crop. 

Third. l\1arketing loans, which are necessary to finance the 
crop after it is made, pay off the production loan, and enable 
the farmers to market their crops in an orderly way without 
glutting the market, distributing the market over a period of 
months instead of marketing it all together. 

After an inspection of the 12 land banks made by a subcom
mittee of the Banking and Currency Committee, in which I 
went through each of the 12 banks very carefully, and also each 
of the intermediate credit banks, run in the same building and 
under the same officers, and concerning the problems which are 
revealed by the dealings of these banks with the farmers, I 
was very much gratified to find the efficiency with which the 
two institutions were meeting these three needs for capital. 

First. As to capital loans for the ownership and improve
ment of farms, there are in round numbers $10,000,000,000 
of farm loans secured by mortgages of farms in the United 
States, and, it being figured that there are about $40,000-
000,000 invested in farms, it will be noted that there is 25 
per cent in round numbers borrowed. Up to the time of the 
institution of the farm-loan system the rate of interest would 
average at least 8 per cent on all farm loans, or, in round 
numbers, $800,000,000 per annum. Since the farm-loan banks 
entered the business, $1,000,000,000 of loans in round numbers 
has been made by the farm-land banks and half a billion bas 
been made by the joint-stock land banks. They have absorbed 
such a per cent of the business that they have compelled the 
land-mortgage companies and the insurance companies to meet 
their interest.rates and to amortize their loans. The reduction 
in .interest rates :Vill average 2lh per cent over the whole 
Umted States, which means a saving in that item alone of 
$250,000,000 annually. A farmer now can borrow $1000 have 
it amortized so that ~e .will :pay 6lh per cent per ann~,' being 
$65 on the · $1,000, d!Vlded .rnto two payments, one each six 
months, and by so domg and meeting simply that 672 per cent 
~t th~ end of 34% years his debt, interest, and everything 
IS paid. Under the old system he paid 8 per cent on the 

average a~d thereby paid $80 a year in tead of $65, and would 
P~Y that m the 3472 years and still be owing the $1,000. He 
Will then have paid $517.50 more than he does under the land
bank system and yet will owe the $1,000, whereas by paying 
the land bank $517.50 less he will have paid both the interest 
~~d the d.ebt. The money. is obtained for these loans on the 
JOIDt credi.t o_f all the farmers who are members of the farm
loa~ associations, pooled in the shape of notes and mortgages 
~gamst which debenture bonds are sold, and sold readi.ly at a 
little over_ par at a rate of interest now about 4:14 per cent. 
The Goveinm~nt stock has been retired with the exception of 
$1,331,930, while the farmers own $52,000,000 of the stock. The 
bonds are absolutely gilt edge, no dead as ets are carried in 
the statement of the banks, \\hich shows them with surplus 
and reserve abundant to care for everything after charging 
off, as they do monthly, all real estate bought in under fore
closure .and 1~ !he billion dollars of loans the real estate so 
bou~ht IS negligib~e and is resold without loss in the majority 
of lllStances. It IS the best financial cooperative effort that 
~as eYe~· been organized, and is just reaching its stride now 
I~ service to the American farmer, whereby he is serving 
h1ms~lf. Of the 365,000 loans made to farmers the average 
loan Is $3,100 in round numbers. 

Second. As to the capital loans of a temporary nature loans 
!o stock . farms ~ith livestock, machinery, and so forth, the 
mtermediate credit banks are being used, and they can make 
loan~ for that yurpose and rediscount paper of agricultural 
credit corporations and of banks which have at least six 
months to run and not over three years, and where a man pur
chases a herd of cattle for purposes of production and will 
need at least three years to begin to put his product on the 
market these banks have been wonderfully helpful and remark
ably successful, a!ld ~om~ agricultural credit .corporations pro
cure from these mstitutions the funds for their members for 
producing their crops at a very low rate of interest and with 
~·emarkable results in reducing the cost of crops and increas
mg the profit of the farmers. Then, when a crop is made, for 
example, the cotton crop of the South, the marketing loan Lg 
nece sary. Fifteen million bales of cotton marketed in one 
month would overwhelm the market of the world, and yet it is 
a scant supply for the needs of the world, a.nd if marketed in 
an orderly way as the need develops and as the manufacturers 
~all for ~t, there should be no demoralization in price. The. 
m.termediate credit banks furnish the marketing association 
With the money at a rate of interest which can not be had 
elsewhere for the .or?erly and systematic feeding of the crop 
to the. market as It Is needed, and thereby giving stability to 
~he pr.IC~ of the product. In the matter of cotton manufactur
mg this IS a wonderful help to the manufacturer and everybody 
concerned, because the price is comparatively stable and the 
manufacturer is not required to make enormous loans to ac
quire the cot.ton while it is being marketed at once, but he 
knows there IS a reservoir where the cotton is sold wllere he 
can buy at a comparatively stable price as the needs arise. 
The m.oney fo! these intermediate credit loans, covering the 
~hort-time .capita~ loans, the production loans, and the market
mg loans, IS obtamed by selling debentures of the i.ntermediate 
c~edit banks aga~nst th~ notes of the farmers, which they have 
discounted, and IS obtamed at a rate of interest between 4 per 
cent and 5 per cent, and the rate to the farmer can not be 
more than 1% per cent more than the money cost the bank. 

A word abo~t the intermediat.e credit banks. They have 
$60,000,000 capital from the Umted States Treasury. They 
can sell debentures to ten times that amount. Thus each bank 
can have $55,000,000 capital for the ne.eds of its district. Not 
more than $10,000,000 has been used J:jy any bank I think at 
o~e t~e. ~hey can rediscount farm p~per for an; bank in' the 
distnct which has not less than six months nor more than 
three years to run. But the banks do not handle it, because 
they can not use paper where the rate charged was over 7 per 
cent, and they can not afford to break their rate to that. The 
way it is done is to organize agricultural associations, with 
good, solvent farmers and bankers as stockholders, and the 
banks take much of the stock, and this corporation takes the 
farmers' notes and rediscount the paper with the intermediate 
credit bank at 5%, to 61h per cent. 

Patie_nce and conservatism on the part of all concerned I feel 
sm·e will develop these twin institutions into a system which 
will enable the- farmer of America to become self-sustaining 
and make a living profit out of his activities. [.Applause.] 
Th~ CHAIRM~N. The time of the gentleman from South 

Carolina has expired. 
Mr . .AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gen

tleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON]. 
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Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, from the House floor on 

January 6, 1926, I mentioned that Mr. Leon L. Shield, of Cole
man, Tex., who had demanded that I resign because I would 
not obey orders from the tax clubs, had himself resigned as 
cashier of his bank. 

The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for January 6, 1926, showed just 
what I said. Certain newspapers got mixed up and erroneously 
reported that it was Lee Satterwhite who told me to resign. 

Lee Satterwhite is a newspaper man. He is an old, experi
enced one. He knows just how many errors appear in press 
reports. He knew that in the CoNGRESSIO~AL RECORD he could 
see just exactly what I had said. He has access to the daily 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Lee Satterwhite is the editor and 
publi her of the Panhandle Herald. Each day from 'Vashing
ton tl1e daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is mailed to Lee Satter
white's newspaper. He has been clo ely watching the proceed
ing of Congress. As one of the spokesmen for the tax clubs 
he has had his expenses paid on his two recent trips to Wash
ington. He sat in the gallery whe.n the House debated the tax 
clubs. He could hardly have escaped notice of my former 
~peech, wherein I first mentioned that Lee Shield had requested 
me to resign. If he had exercised ordinary judgment, he would 
have known that I was misquoted. But he seized upon this 
erroneous press report, and proceeded to take advantage of it. 
JAstead of sending me a letter tlu·ough the mails, which I 
would receive promptly, if he wanted to address me, he pro
ceeded to print a letter covering two whole columns, and a 
part of a third, on the front page of his newspaper ; the Pan
handle Herald, published in Car on County-whose population 
the 1920 census gave as 3,078-addressed to me here in Wash
ington. And a copy of it was finally brought to my attention. 

And he proceeded to deny that he had asked me to resign, 
although I had ~ade no such assertion, and to unjustly abuse 
me in his newspaper, as if he were addressing me in a letter. 
I quote from his paper the following: 

defended myself · against unjust attacks which he and his tax 
clubs have unjustly waged against me. Every reference I 
ha~e ever made concerning him was in defense of unjust 
actioD: he and his tax clubs had directed against me. Self
defense is always justifiable. The following di closes that 
erroneous press items have been incited in my district: 

[From Austin American, issue of January 13, Hl26] 

BLA~TON 'S SEAT OBJECTIVE OF W. C. WOODWARD 
THOMAS L. BUNTO~, "economy watchdog" of Congress and unique 

campaigner of west Texas, will be tackled for his scat in the National 
Hou. e this year by State Senator Walter C. Woodward, of Coleman, 
colleagues of Senator Woodward disclosed here. 

Senator Woodward, a consistent "Ferguson. man," will inject a 
strong " administration" angle in this race by, his entry, it is believed. 
He was leader in the senate for the Ferguson amnesty measure, and 
has been a supporter of the admini tration throughout the year of its 
term. 

You will note that when the opposition selected a man to 
make the race against me tlley found him in Coleman, where 
lives this Mr. Leon Shield, secretary of Lee Satterwhite's tax 
clubs;. and remember that Coleman is the place to which the e 
tax clubs sent their Senator Stuart to speak against me; and 
it was from Coleman that the first warning came to me that if 
I "did not obey, I would have opposition of the deadly earnest 
kind"; and it was from Coleman that Mr. Leon Shield re
quested me to resign if I did not obey. But their selected 
candidate took a second thought, for I have just received the 
following: 

CRITZ & WOODWARD, ATTORNEYS AT LAW, 
Coleman, Tea:., January M, 1926. 

Bon. THOMAS L. BLANTO~, 
Washington, D. O. 

DEAR SIR: Perhaps you have heretofore had your attention called to 
some unauthorized news items in the Texas press stating that I would 

At a little dinner party 1n Washington at which you and I were be a candidate for Congress. Perhaps your attention has been called 
present and the repeal of the Federal inheritance tax was under dis- to the correction I have made of these reports, but, nevertheless, I am 
cussion, you made the assertion that you did not believe the Federal advising you that the reports were unauthorized by me and I am not 
inheritance tax would be removed. I replied in a spirit of levity, a candidate for Congress; in fact, I have announced for reelection to 
more than in earnestness, that perhaps Congress would not remove the the State senate, the position I now bold. 
tax, but perhaps some Congressmen could be removed. When that Yours very truly, . 
remark was made, I bad no intention of exerci.sing nny effort to defeat I WALTER C. WooDWARD. 
you or any other Member of Congress, because we happen n~t to agree _:Mr Chairman, I am here 2,000 miles from my district, labor-
as to whether Congre s should ot· should not levy an inhentance tax. ing each day and some of each night in behalf of the people 

The dinner party be mentions was the one he helped to ar- I represent, hoping to be of benefit to my country and my 
range and pull off in the oak room of the Raleigh Hotel. Gm·ernment. Propagandists in Texas must not tell stories 
He presided over same as toastmaster. It was paid for on me. I am going to force them to keep the record straight, 
by the tax clubs. Only four Congressmen attended. He and therefore it has been necessary for me to divert thus far 
called on me, and I frankly expressed my views that from my main subject. 
they were wasting time and money, as I felt sure they I have secured this time to reply to a tariff speech made 
would not induce the House to repeal the inhedtance or estate yesterday by the Republican leader on high tariff rates, the 
tax, and I gave my rea ons. Congressman THOMAS, of Okla- gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TINCHER). 
homa, expressed views similar to my own. Congressman Since we resumed our labors here following the Christmas 
RAINEY, of Illinois, likewise expressed views unalterably op- holidays, several Democrats have made speeches on the tariff, 
posed to a repeal of uch tax. Although he was our presiding and have justly taken you Republicans to task concerning 
host, he could not conceal his displeasure, for in a fit of your many inexcusable, unconscionable high rates carried in 
petulance Lee Satterwhite arose ·and exclaimed that- your Fordney-McCumber bill. They have chastised you first 

on one part of your protective anatomy and then on the other. 
Consequently, you Republicans were sore all over. You have 
been hearing from the industrial workers in the cities, who 
have been carrying a part of the load. You have been hearing 
from the farmers and producers, who have been carrying most 
of the load, because they do not receive corresponding benefit . 
You were in a dilemma. These speeches had to be answered. 
They could not be answered by facts. What was mo t needed 
were skill, ingenuity, and detractive argument. In your emer
gency yesterday, you Republicans sent for the best debater 
you have on this floor, for he is really the only rough and tum
ble high-tariff debater you have left who can stand up and hold 
his own with the Democrats ~f this House. If you had not 
had available my friend the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
TINcHER], our Democratic thrusts would have gone unanswered. 
I want to say this about him. The gentleman holds his own 
in debate, but yet be comes from that part of the country 

We may not be able to get rid of the estate tax, but in Texas we 
will know bow to get rid of some Congressmen. 

And I immediately arose and told him that his remark was 
a discourtesy to his guests who conscientiously disagreed with 
him. And immediately his clubs, through his main officer, 2\fr. 
Colvin, began to attack me in the Te1:as press. His associate, 
Senator Stuart, was sent, with his expenses paid, to my dis
trict, and he spoke against me at Coleman, warning me of 
political opposition unless I obeyed orders, following which 
his club's secretary, Leon Shield, requested me to resign. 
And his clubs have filled the Texas press with articles attack-. 
ing me, and the other 17 Congressmen from Texas, all of 
whom unanimously refused to repeal the estate tax. 

Then, because h!:l bad been sued for a $75 board bill, he 
sought to vent his spleen upon me by falsely asserting in his 
paper that I had twice borrowed $100 in Wichita Falls. Thia 
is not true. I ba ve never borrowed any sum from any person 
in Wichita Falls. No one there bas ever made me any loan. 
There has never been a time during the past 25 years when 
I could not borrow from my home bank a thousand dollars on 
my note without interest. And during my service here I have 
been so situated that my bank here would loan me as much as 
$1,000 at any time on my plain note without security. 

I have at all times treated Lee Satterwhite with the utmost 
courtesy. I have never abused him. I have appreciated his 
splendid ability as a newspaper man in Texas. I have merely 

which believes a man ought to be square with his opponent, 
and when I had much trouble with the Chairman here yester
day afternoon in getting my position clearly stated in the 
RECORD, I bad no trouble with the distinguished gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. TINCHER]. He is a most worthy foe. 

What is the correct Democratic position on the tariff so far 
as the farmer is concerned? Here are the facts. Every year 
now, through the customhouses, even Democrats will agree 
with the Republicans that we must collect $500,000,000 of our 
revenue. 
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:Mr. BLACK of Texas. If the gentleman will yield, what 

Democrat has advocated that? I have not heard any Demo
crat advocate that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. How much does the gentleman say we 
ought to collect? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Oh, the gentleman knows I ~m 
against the Fordney-McCumber tariff bill and any such h1gh 
rates as it imposes, but I do not know of any Democrat that 
advocates-- · 

:L\lr. BLANTON. So am I unalterably against most of the 
Fordney-McCumber rates. But how much does the gentle
man think ought to be collected each year through the custom
houses? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. I am not stating any arbitrary 
:figure. 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, not arbitrarily, but reasonably and 
ju tly, how much does he say ought to be collected in that 
way? Do we have to collect any sum through the custom
houses? 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. This gentleman from Texas favors a 
Democratic tariff written for revenue only and not based upon 
such high rates as the Fordney tariff bill imposes. 

Mr. BLANTON. How much of our needed revenue do we 
have to collect through the customhouses? 

Mr. BLA.CPof Texas. I am not going to state any arbitrary 
:figure. I would not undertake to set any such :figure. 

1\lr. BLANTON. The gentleman will agree we have to col
lect some amount, because the gentleman says he is for a. 
tariff for revenue only, and that admits we must collect part 
of our revenue through the customhouses. Then, how much 
does he say that we should collect through that method? 
lle will not say. Yet it is a problem that we Congressmen 
must decide. It is our duty to :find out from the Budget esti
mates the full amount of money that is needed by our Gov
ernment to run its business, and then, as statesmen, we must 
determine through what methods this money must be raised. 
And we must determine just how much of it must be raised 
by tariff rates collected through the customhouses. 

The Underwood ta~iff bill was a so-called Democratic meas
ure, because it was passed by Democrats under Democratic 
admini tratlon. Under this Democratic Underwood bill our 
Government collected between $300,000,000 and $400,000,000. 
When the expenses of our Government now are several hun
dred million dollars more than they were when the Under
wood bill was passed, we may reasonably suppose that Demo
crats who agreed to the Underwood bill would now agree that 
much more re¥enue must now be collected through the custom
houses than were collected by the Underwood bill. If with 
much lower expenses then Democrats agreed through the Un
derwood bill that between $300,000,000 and $400,000,000 must 
be collected in tariff rates through the customhouses, then 
at this time with expenses nearly doubled, will Democrats 
deny that we must collect as much as $500,000,000 each year 
in tariff duties? 

Other good Democrats have said that it is now necessary 
for us to collect as much as $500,000,000 of our needed revenue 
each year through the customs houses. I am taking the word 
of Democrats who are willing to say how much in tariff duties
we must collect. Then, it being admitted by most Democrats 
that we must so collect $500,000,000 annually, then what is the 
problem? Upon what products are we going to distribute the 
$500,000,000? Is all of it to be on the finished products of 
New England? Are the farmers to have no benefit whatever 
from a proper distribution? Their products will raise revenue 
just as well as the manufactured products of New England. 

I will go my Texas friend [Mr. BLACK] one step further. 
I am for a tariff for reveime where it is needed, but I am like
wise for a tariff that will maintain the American standard of 
living in the United States. [Applause.] That is as far as 
I will go. A. tariff for revenue and one that will protect our 
American standard of living. My position on this subject has 
been consistent ever since I was a schoolboy. I had a. joint 
debate in my State on that subject when I was 21 years of 
age, and I took that identical position and I have maintained 
it ever since. . 

1\Ir. friend from Oklahoma [:\Ir. McKEowN] did me a valua
ble service a moment ago. He handed me a document that I 
sent to my Democratic colleagues in 1920. That was before 
we framed the emergency tariff bill and it was before you 
framed the Fordney-M:cCumber bill. It was long before the 
\bills had been in the making that I addressed this communi
cation to my Democratic colleagues. It is dated December 4, 
1S)20. Here is what I then said. I will read so~e e:rtrac~s 
from it because I want you to know that my position now 1s 
the po~ition that I took then, and it has been my position 
through every campaign that I have made in Texas. It was 

the position I took in my campaign and platform when I came 
to Congress from a Democratic district in Texas, as strong 
a Democratic district as exists in the United States. Now 
let me show you what I said to my Democratic colleagues then. 
I quote from this communication of mine dated December 4, 
1920, the following: 

WASHI~GTOX, D. C., December ~, 1920. 

MY DEAR SIR : Through wise counsel comes wisdom. Hoping to 
help solve a problem of momentous national importance, I am seeking 
light. May I ask that you aid in its solution? What would you 
suggest? 

Time has proven that free raw material is not a fundam ental of 
true democracy. It has been a fatal policy, and constitutes one of 
our gravest mistakes. It has almost bankrupted some of our southern 
producers who by law have been forced to purchase everytl\ing they 
have to buy in a protected market and then sell all of their raised 
products in a free one, where the whole world, dissimilar as it is, co~
petes on an equal footing. The elusive, seductive doctrine of permit
ting raw materials from every foreign country of the world to enter 
the United States absolutely free of duty has taken away from our 
home producers their borne market and is largely re pon ible; fot· 
the chamber of commerce in Ranger, Tex., now offering some of the 
splendid farms of Eastland County rent free to any farmers who will 
agree to cultivate them next year; for our warehouses now bulging 
out with both the spring and fall clips of domestic wool, which cmr -
not now be sold for its cost of production; fol" the crippling of our 
great peanut industry; for stagnating our important stock-raising and 
dairy interests; and for swiftly depopulating our farm::: and ranches. 
Our farmers and stockmen of the United States, sturdy producers 
who yearly feed and clothe our 105,000,000 people, at·e now with their 
backs to the wall, facing a most serious cri is. 

In Mexico, South America, Australia, Europe, Asia, and A.frica there 
exists an entirely different state of conditions, a different standard of 
living, a different standard of working hours, a different standard of 
wages, a different standard of necessities, morals, intelligence, hopes, 
ambitions, and aspirations. Mexican peons are content to work for a 
rnlserable existence. Chinese and J::panese laborers are perfectly satis
fied to work from 10 to 14 hoUI's each day for less than 20 cents pay, 
to live on rice, to go almost naked, and to let the future take care 
of itself. Must our intelligent, ambitious, deserving men and women 
on the farms and ranches of the United States be longer placed on 
the same level by being forced to ·compete directly with the peons and 
slaves of the universe? I am one loyal Democrat who is not in favor 
of it. 

I have had Hon. Thomas W. Page, chairman of the United States 
Tariff Commission, to as emble for me the following authentic statis
tics concerning recent importations. During the last fiscal year, end
ing June 30, 1920, the following raw materials were imported from 
foreign countries into the "Cnited States absolutely free of any duty, 
to wit: 

Cotton, 345,314,126 pounds. 
Corn, 10,229,249 bushels. 
Wheat, 4,744,712 bushels. 
Wheat flour, 157,896 barrels. 
Wool, 427,578,038 pounds. 
Beef and veal, 42,436,333 pounds. 
1\Iutton and lamb, 16,358,299 pounds. 
Cattle, 575,328 bead. 
Sheep, 199,549 head. 
Cowhides, 439,461,092 pounds. 
Calf hides, 68,359,825 pounds. 
Cabretta hides, 101,848 pounds. 
Buffalo hides, 14,682,279 pounds. 
Other hides, 275,964,213 pounds. 
on cake, 145,026,652 pounds. 
Chinese nut oil, 10,613,638 gallons. 
Coconut oil, 269,226,966 pounds. 
Cottonseed oil, 24,164,821 potmds. 
Palm oil, 50,163,387 pounds. 
Palm kernel oil, 53,508 pounds. 
Olive oil, for manufacturing, 216,145 gallons. 
Soy-bean oil, 195,773,594 pounds. 
Other oils, $1,542,271 worth. 
During the recent four months of July, August, September, and 

October, 1920, the following raw materials were imported from for
eign countries into the United States absolutely free: 

Cotton, 42,961,691 pounds. 
Corn, 5,317,376 bushels. 
Wheat, 12,040,541 bushels. 
Wheat flour, 221,989 barrels. 
Wool, 44,435,246 pounds. 
Beef and veal, 19,456,961 pounds. 
Mutton and lambs, 64,623,776 pounds. 
Cattle, 142,139 head. 
Sheep, 94,960 head. 
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Cowhides, 80,0~3,847 pounds. 
Calf hides, 10,782,491 pounds. 
Cabretta hides, 488 pounds. 
Buffalo bides, 3,270,450 pounds. 
Other hides, 53,013,186 pounds. 
Oil cake, 128,615,571 pounds. 
Chinese nut oil, 3,354,901 gallons. 
Coconut oil, 62,402,486 pounds. 
Cottonseed oil, 579,172 pounds. 
Palm oil, 12,962,010 pounds. 
Palm-kernel oil, 1,403,651 pounds. 
Olive oil, for manufacturing, 9,896 gallons. 
Soy-bean oll, 26,923,725 pounds. 
Other oils, $378,053 w0rth. 
It does not require an expert to realize just how much the above 

free com~etitive imports have discriminated against our farmers and 
stockmen, and their consequent losses thus occasioned, besides the 
great loss in revenue to the Government. We raise annually about 
65,000,000 head ~f cattle, while South American countries with only 
a little more than a third of our population raise over 80,000,000 
head of cattle yearly. Due to their tropical climate, cheap and lux
uriant grass, cheap labor, ample water, and little feeding, our cost of 
production is about five times as great as theirs per pound. 

The tlq~.e has come when we must take products of American farms 
and ranches and all competitive substitutes otf ot the free list and 
let our American market afford a living wage and return to our pro
ducers, and when we must so arrange our tariff schedules on such 
products and substitutes as will equalize our cost of production with 
that of foreign countries. To a certain extent this principle was rec
ognized and followed in the tariff act of October 3, 1913, in placing 
a duty on certain products largely raised by cheap labor in foreign 
countries. And during the last fiscal year, ending June 30, 1920, 
the following dutiable products were imported from foreign countries 
into the United States and duty paid upon same, to wit: 

Rice, uncleaned, 22,437,197 pounds, duty five-eighths cent. 
Rice flour, 1,265,198 pounds, duty one-fourth cent. 
Rice cleaned, 156,217,566 pounds, duty 1 cent. 
Beet sugar, 1,219,834 pounds. 
Cane sugar, 7,533,200,338 pounds. 
Molasses, 154,670,200 gallons. 
Peanuts, shelled, 120,344,!25 pounds, duty three-fourths cent. 
Peanuts, not shelled, 12,067,998 pounds, duty three-eighths cent. 
Butterine and cocoa butter, 41,500 pounds. 
Olive oil, edible, 6,812,596 gallons, duty 30 cents. 
Linseed and flaxseed oil, 4,550,391 gallons, duty 10 cents. 
Peanut oil, 22,064,363 gallons, duty 6 cents. 
Rapeseed oil, 1,229,526 gallons, duty 6 cents. 
Other dutiable oils, 1,432,695 gallons. 
Certain wheat, 35,052 bushels, duty 10 cents. 
Certain wheat flour, 1,160 barrels. 
If it is Democratic and American to place a duty upon rice, pea

nuts, and cane products, then why not upon our corn, wheat, cotton, 
wool, hides, livestock, and Far Eastern vegetable oils and substitutes 
that daily compete with our farm and ranch products? And why beg 
the question any longer? Why not place a proper and adequate duty 
upon all such items to do some good? 

The millions of city consumers who inhabit New York, Boston, Phila
delphia, Pittsburgh, Baltimore, Washington, Cleveland, Detroit, Chi
cago, St. Louis, and our other large cities, while demanding and getting 
their $6, $8, $10, $15, $20, and $25 for six to eight hours' work each day 
are constantly demanding that everything they eat and wear be fur
nished to them at the lowest minimum. They never give a serious 
thought to the subject of a living wage to the producer who feeds and 
clothes them. And I am afraid that it has been the clamoring of these 
millions of city consumers, whose votes are very much desired, which 
has caused free raw materials to be written into Democratic platforms. 
Much too Ion~ have we Democrats permitted rest-needing politicians to 
entwine into our platforms and policies some city vot~catchtng slogan, 
to the detriment of our producers. With blinking eyes we Democrats 
have sat by and let our brother Republicans pass their measures to 
place a duty upon pearl buttons, chemical glass, surgical instruments, 
tungsten, magnesite, and the numerous other products their rich mil
lionail·e friends are interested in, thus placing unneeded millions into 
the pockets of a few wealthy millionaires, and we have let our worthy 
producers appeal to us in vain. 

The proper solution of this question more vitally concerns the con
suming millions in cities than anyone else. For suppose our producers 
were to get tired and quit. There would be starvation in cities. When 
the manufacturer can't make a profit he shuts down and prevents loss. 
But after the producer prepares and plants his ground in the spring 
and arranges for the season growth of his flocks and herds there is 
no shutting down for him without losing his whole year's income. He 
must combat drought, floods, disease, grasshoppers, boll weevil, rust, 
depredations, plots of gamblers, and the score of other enemies that 
seem to combine for his destruction. Just now there ls ample demand 

for our products abroad, but want of funds and credit prevents a saJe. 
At an enormous expense we .have built a large merchant marine, so essen
tial in b.ringing the markets of the world to our producers, and we must 
not let It stand for naught or slip out of our hands. We must find a 
safe way to assist worthy producers to obtain necessary credit. We 
must see to it that our producers are not forced off of their farms and 
ranches. 

What suggestions have you to offer? This problem will soon be before 
Congress -for solution. It must be solved properly. We must get out ot 
ruts a,nd meet the present. I would appreciate hearing from you. 

Yery sincerely yours, 
THO~IAS L. BLA~TON. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and· gentlemen, remember that it was on 
the 4th day of December, 1920, that I proposed the above to my 
C?lleagues, long before we began framing the emergency tariff 
bill and ~ong before the Fordney-McCumber bill was framed. 
My position was : First determine just how much revenue we 
must collect from the customhouses and then distribute a just 
proportion of it upon the products' of the farms and ranches, 
so that the American standard of living may be maintained 
on farms and ranches as well as among the industrial workers 
in the cities. Th~n all of the farm boys would not be leaving 
the farms and gomg to the cities. A tariff on certain products 
of the ranc?~s and farms will produce revenue. Then why 
~o not ~e diVIde the benefits justly between the~roducers and 
m~ustnal workers? And the duties thereafter placed on cer
tam farm products and ranch products, as mentioned by the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TINCHER], followed these sug
gestions I made to my colleagues as early as December 4, 1920. 

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; I must yield to my colleague from 

Texas. 
. Mr. B~CK of .Texas,. Do I understand that the gentleman 
1s defendmg and mdorsmg the rates in the Fordney-McCumber 
bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. No; certainly not. I voted against it, and 
I will tell my friend why. 

Mr. COLTON rose. 
Mr. BLANTON. Oh, let me finish with this question first 

and then I will yield. I had to yield to my colleague fro~ 
':f-'exas because I jumped on him in one matter, and I have not 
Jumped ?n the gentleman from Utah. I will tell you why I 
w~s aga1nst .that Fordney-McCumber bill. They did not stop 
~Ith arrangm~ for ;ev~nl_le only in fixing the rates. They 
did not stop With mamtammg the American standard of livin·". 
That meant merely an equalization of the cost of productio~. 
If they had, I would have gone with them, like my friend from 
Texas [Mr. HUDSPETH] did. I would have gone with the 
Republicans if th-ey had stopped at that. But they souaht to 
enrich manufacturers with rates that were several times iarger 
than was necessary to equalize cost of production. 

What is maintaining the American standard of living? It 
is a tariff rate that will equalize the cost of production in this 
country as against that in every foreign country. That is what 
a tariff to protect the American standard of living means and 
you Republicans k~ow it as well as I do, but you did not' stop 
there; you Republicans put the rates up many times over and 

-over beyond that, so that it becomes a protection to favored 
manufacturers who become rich because of the necessities of 
the poor people of America, who bear the burden. It is to the 
interest of every person that American standards should bP. 
maintained. You protected the industrialists in the cities and 
you want to see their American standard of living mainu;ined 
but you forgot the American standard of living on the farm: 
and you forgot the American standard of living on the ranchE:'s 
of the country, where those who produce the food for the 
Nation must exist. I am for giving these worthy producers a 
look-in on this tariff question. I am for giving them a protec
tion for their American standards of living. 

Mr. COLTON rose. 
Mr. BLANTON. Oh, I must yield to my friend from Utah. 

He is so persistent. 
Mr. COLTON. The gentleman gave a very vivid description 

of the full warehouses of raw materials in 1920. Will he state 
that that condition now obtains among the producers of his 
country? • 

Mr. BLANTON. Let me tell the gentleman this: That he 
might travel with me through his State and through Kansas, 
and through Texas--

1\fr. COLTON. Do not forget Iowa. 
Mr. BLA.l~TON. And through Iowa, when cattle are dyincr 

lots of them, and many times you could not get a man to s~ 
them for the small amount you could sell the hides for. 

Mr. COLTON. The gentleman 1·eferred to wool. 
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Mr. BLANTON. Oh, I Toted for the wool schedules in: the 

emergency tariff bill beca,use the rates equalized the cost of 
production in this as against that of foreign countries. [Ap
plause on the Republican side.] I voted with you for a tariff 
on frozen meats, on frozen beef and mutton. Frozen beef and 
frozen mutton were coming in here by the hundreds of millions 
of pounds from South America and other countries, where peon 
labor produce it. 

~Ir. BLACK of Texas. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

1\Ir. BLANTON. In just a moment, when I ~eply to the 
gentleman from Utah-where peon labor raises them, where 
tl1ey have luxuriant grass and plenty of water, where they 
do not have to feed them, where you can raise a cow for one
half of what you can in this country. They. were bringing 
million of pounds of frozen meats in here, and, naturally, I 
wanted to protect the producing ranchmen and farmers of this 
country, and I voted for the emergency tariff bill with you ; 
but let me tell you where my friend from Kansas [Mr. 
Tr -cHER] fell down. I asked him to show me a beneficial tariff 
on steers, and he said : 

Ob, yes; I am going to show rou. I have got you in a jackpot; yon 
did not know there was a tariff on steers, but I am going to show you. 

And he attempted to read the law to us, and he said: 
Wby, there is a tariff of 1¥.1 cents on steers up to 1,000 pounds, and 

when you get oYer 1,000 pounds, it is 2 cents. 

Did he not say that? It is in the RECORD. He said it yes
terday in two different places on two different pages, and he 
said he was going to rub it in on me good because I did not 
know it. Now, he had a chance to revise and correct those re
mark~ , and be did not do it. 

1\Ir. TINCHER. I never do. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. He had a chanre to look up to see whether 

he made any mistake. Mr. Chairman, the tariff on steers is 
not 1% cents up to 1,000 pounds, it is 1% cents up to 1,050 
pounds. Why did not the gentleman give us the correct figures 
if he wanted to be accurate? If the gentleman wanted to con
demn me for inaccuracy, why was not he accurate himself? I 
will tell you what is the matter. He has kind of lost interest 
in the farmer, because Tincher No. 1, that fine oil and gas well 
in Oklahoma, came in yesterday with a fine production, and 
whenever you let a fello~ become an oil magnate and a gas mag~ 
nate, with a natural gas flow of several hundred million cubic 
feet per minute, you will find that he forgets the farmers and 
forgets farms and ranches. Therefore, I forgive him-he is so 
fair in other things. IIow many steers are there now that can 
be shipped into this country? There are none in Mexico and 
few in Canada. You put a tariff on steers when it did not do 
the producer much good, because no one can pay freight on 
live cattle from South America. That is what I was trying to 
bring home to the gentleman from Kansas yesterday. From 
only two countries you can bring cattle into this country under 
a 1 ¥.! cent tariff up to 1,050 pounds, and those are Mexico and 
Canada, and there are none to bring from Mexico and few to 
bring from Canada. And we raise about 65,000,000 cattle here 
each year. 

M1·. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. I must yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. McKEOWN. I wanted to ask the gentleman if fue tariff 

has done so much good to the farmer why it is that the property 
of the farmer has gone down $20,000,000,000 since 1920; since 
we have had such wonderful laws? 

Mr. BLANTON. I will ans,ver that in a moment, but I want 
first to attend to this single Republican debator on whom his 
whole party depends for its maintenance here in the House 
[Mr. TINCHER]. I thank the gentleman from Kansas for that 
little 1% cent tariff on cattle weighing up to 1,050 pounds. It 
has benefited the ranrhmen u little bit, but not much, and I 
will tell you why. I am going to put the Tariff Commission's 
figm·es in as to the cost of shipping a steer from South America 
to this country. I have not the time to give you the figures 
now, but the Tariff Commission has prepared them for me to
day. They can not ship them from South America or from some 
country other than Canada or :Mexico, because the cost is pro~ 
hibitive. · 

You can not ship them alive, but you can ship them dead, 
and that is the reason I worked so hard here with some of you 
gentlemen in 1920 to get a proper tariff upo.n frozen meats. 
You did give them a little tariff on frozen meats, but you 
ouaht to have doubled it. And I feel that my preachment to 
you back in 1920 helped to cause you to place this tariff both 
on live cattle and on frozen meats, for there was no such tariff 
before I wrote that communication of December 4, 1920. 

• 

You ought to have doubled it. You can double and treble 
it several times and you will not equalize the cost of the pro~ 
duction of a steer in this counh·y as against the cost in South 
America. You could not do it. I know of ranchmen in the 
United States who during certain years of the war were mil
lionaires, and they are not worth a dollar to-day because of 
the deflation that occurred after the war. 

Why, you talk about shipping from :Mexico. I want to ask 
my friend from Kansas [:Mr. Tr:\'CHER] how many cattle have 
been shipped from :Mexico in the last few years. None. Why, 
Mexico has been depleted almost of cattle during the war, and 
we ship more cattle into Mexico than came from Mexico. He 
?ught to know. that. Mexico now is not half stocked. Lots of 
1ts pastures have no cattle on them. Our cattlemen have been 
going across the Rio Grande with their he1·ds and graz
ing the grass that otherwise would not be used in Mexico. 
That is what I had in mind when I spoke to the gentleman 
yesterday, but the shortness of time would not allow me to 
make my position clear when he talked about these Haugen 
steers that came from Canada. The gentleman [Mr. TI YCHER] 
said they were feeder steers last fall. Some of you do not 
know the difference between feeder steers and finished steers. 
Feeder steers are steers that the farmers buy and put in their 
feed lots to finish. They feed them with their surplus corn 
and other feed. Feeder steers are much cheaper than the fin
ished product. Oh, he said that feeder steers Brother HAUGEN 
found out he could get for 814 cents, or how much was it? 

l\lr. TINCHER. Eight at Kan~as City and 8.25 to 9 at · 
Chicago. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. That is what he said. 
1\Ir. TINCHER. That is true; that is the fact. 
1\Ir. BLA...~TON. Now let me tell you about that. He cited 

the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HrnsPETH] as an authority. 
And he is, on cattle. If you will ask 1\Ir. HuDsPETH he will 
tell you that at that time he had some fat steers, not feeders, 
but fat steers ready for the market, and he shipped them there 
and got 6 cents; that was all he got there, and some went for 
5% cents a pound. Ask my friend from Oklahoma [1\-Ir. 
CARTER], who is a cattleman-ask him what he got for his 
finished steers on the market at that time. Six cents was the 
highest and 572 he got for part of them. 

:Mr. COLE. What tin1e was it? 
Mr. BLA...~TON. Last fall when he said these Haugen steers 

were brought across and he found out they were bringing 814 
cents per pound or something like that. I will get the exact 
figures. I will find it in just a minute. 

1\Ir. COLE. Seven and seventy one-hundredths he said he 
paid. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. I want to quote it exactly. He says " he 
found that at Kansas City where your cattle were shipped 
steers weighing around 800 pounds." That is small size. You 
do not find any steers from Brother HUDSPETH's district going 
to market weighing 800 pounds. You qo not find any steers
from my country going to market weighing 800 pounds. 

1\Ir. COLE. Feeders. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. He was talking about sure-enough steers. 

The steers that 1\Ir. HUDSPETH shipped were not feeders; they 
were finished fat and ready for slaughter and were slaughtered, 
and they sold for u% to 6 cents. Brother TIN CHEn says, " he 
found that at Kansas City where your cattle were shipped 
steers weighing around 800 pounds were selling for 814 cent.'J 
a pound." The market will not support you. 

Mr. TINCHER. Yes; it will. 
1\Ir. BLANTOX. Here is your witness [1\lr. HUDSPETH}, and 

I can prove it by him. Here is another witness, CHARLEY 
CARTER., who sold them, and I can prove it by him. The gentle
man can not do it. It will not hold out. Now here is the 
proposition in a nutshell. 

1\!r. TINCHER. The gentleman does not believe 1\Ir. HAUGE::f 
would have bought steers from a quarantine division to feed-

Mr. BLANTON. I think the gentleman made a mistake. 
Mr. TINCHER. The gentleman did that yesterday, and he 

is mistaken again to-day. 
Mr. BLANTON. He spoke of a 1% cents a pound tariff up 

to 1,000 pounds when it was 1,050 pounds. The gentleman made 
a mistake and could be mistaken again. Usually he is very 
accurate for a full-baclr debater. He is your Republican full 
back. He is your emergency debater you send for when you 
need help. When the distinguished Speaker hears in the 
Speaker's rooms that the Republican Party is in trouble on 
the tariff and he has not any reply-he usually has a reply on 
most subjects, but he has not any-and the distinguished floor 
leader from Connecticut is without an answer, they send for 
the distinguished Kansan [Mr. Tr:KCHER] to come over here 
to answer, and he is the best they have got . 

I 
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Mr. TINCHER. And pretty good, too. [Applause.] 
Mr. BLANTON. But be is mistaken sometimes. Now, let 

me tell you what is the matter--
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BLANTO~. Give me two minutes additional. 
Mr. AYRES. I yield the gentleman two minutes. 
Mt·. BLANTON. If you want to help the Kansas farmer and 

Kansas stockmen, why do not you put a tariff of at least $5 on 
hides? I am ready to vote that on here, and in the emergency 
tariff bill we Democrats voted that and forced you to put a 
duty on hides, but when you got back in the House, because 
we would not give an undue advantage to the New England 
manufacturers in a compensatory tariff on the fi.uished product 
when shoes were then selling at $12 to $16 a pair you imme
diately took the tariff' off of hides. 

But you burt every farmer in Kansas, and you hurt every 
farmer in Iowa, and you hurt every farmer in Texas when 
you refused to give him a tariff' on hides. Now, if you want 
to equalize the cost of production between here and South 
America, where they have peon labor; if you do not want 
to put the stockmen of this country on an equality with the 
peons of South America, for God's sake change that and give 
us a tariff on hides. I am one Democrat who will vote with 
you on it [Applause.] If you will revise the Fordney-Mc
Cumber bill and reduce every duty in it down to a rate that 
equalizes the difference between the cost of production in 
thi and every . fore~gn country in the world, I will vote with 
you. 

When every country in the world was represented here in 
this Hall recently, during the Interparliamentary Union, and 
they brought up a free-trade movement on this floor, I was the 
one American wbo got up here and spoke against it and told 
them I was in favor of upholding the American standard of 
living and I was in favor of protecting same with tariff rates 
covering the difference in the cost of production here and that 
in every foreign country. [Applause.] 

I promised that I would put into the REcono some statistics 
which I have bad the United States Tariff Commission prepare 
for me to-day. Note the following: 

Hon. THOS. L. BLA..~To~. 

UNITED STATES TARIFF CoMMISSION, 

Wash,inaton, January 19, 1926. 

House of Representatif:es, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR MR. BLANTO~ : In compliance with your request by tele

phone this date, there are inclosed herewith tables showing imports 
and exports of live cattle, of frozen meat, and of hides during the years 
1924 and 1925. 

This material haS' been assembled hurriedly and it is hoped that it 
may prove to be what you have in mind. 

Very truly yours, 
JOH~ F. BETHUNE, 

Secretary. 

Live cattle and sheep imp01·ted into tl!e United States during 1924 and 
during 11 months of 19Z5 

[Calendar years] 

Imported from-

CATTlE (FREE) 

England ____ ------------ --- _-_--- ___ --------------------- __ Canada __________ ------ __________________________________ _ 
Mexico __ __ __________ --------------- ____ --------------------

1924 1925 (11 
months) 

Number Number 
508 ------------
612 ------------
92 ------------
50 ------- -----Virgin Islands _______ -------- __ --- __________ ---------- _____ _ 

1--------~------
Total .•• ---------------------------------·----------- 1, 262 1, 360 ==== 

CA'ITLE (DUTIABLE) 

England __ ------ __ ---- _____ __ -------- _____________________ _ 
anada __ ------ _ -- ____ --- _____ ---- ____ -- _____ --------- ____ _ 

16 ------------
130,590 ------------

1fexico ___________ _ ----------------------------------------- 11,275 ------------Virgin Islands 1 ____________________ -----------------------
All other ________ _________ __ ----- ________________ -------- __ _ 

1,185 ------------
10! ------------

Total. ___ ----- __________ ----_--------------------- __ _ 143, 170 152,710 

SHEEP (DUTIABLE) 

Mexico _____ __________________ ----- ___ ----- ______ --------- __ 11,758 ------------Canada. _____ --------- _______ ------------________ ---------- 18,626 ------------
1--------·~------

TotaL ------------------------------------------------ 30,384 53,611 

1 Free-included in total. 

You will note from the above data furnished by the United 
States Tariff Commi ·sion, that in 1924 there were 1,262 bead 
of cattle imported into the United States absolutely free of 

duty, and that during tile :fir. t 11 months of 1925 there were 
1,360 head of cattle imported into the United States abso
lutely free of duty. 

Also note that during the year 1924 there were only a total 
of 143,170 head of dutiable cattle imported from all coun
tries into the United States, and of this number 1,185 of same 
paid no duty. When we remember that we raise each year in 
the United States about 65,000,000 head of cattle it will be 
readily seen that these imports have very little effect upon 
the price of beef. 

Now note {hat in spite of the fact that the United States 
each year raises about 65,000,000 cattle, and that in spite of our 
little tariff 1·ate of 3 cents per pound on frozen beef and veal 
and 2% cents per pound on frozen mutton, the following statis
tics furnished by the United States Tariff Commission show 
that quite a lot of frozen meats are brought from foreign coun
tries into the United States: 

Frozen meats i11~ported into the United States 

[Calendar years] 

19'24 1925 (11 months) 

Imported from-
Pounds Dollars Pounds Dollars 

BEEr, FRESH (DUTIABLE) 

Canada___________________________ 5, 797,732 651,837 ------------ ------------
Mexico____________________________ 803 131 ------------ ------------
Argentina_________________________ 3, 758,856 328, 7~ ------------ ------------
Uruguay__________________________ 404,467 44, 177 ------------ ------------
Australia _________________________ ~ 195,836 10,721 ------------ ------------
New Zealand______________________ 3, 357, 47! 1~, 695 - ----------- ------------
All other__________________________ 21,842 3, 610 ------------ -------- -- --

~------~----~1--------~!--------

TotaL __ -------------------- 13, 537, 010 I 1, 233,919 10,631, 696 1, 097,334 
I=======·========F======:I======== 

VEAL, FRESH (DUTIA:BLE) 

Canada __ ------------------------- 3, 777,261 542,162 
889 
123 

11,598 
43,851 

Argentina_________________________ 5, 956 
Uruguay-------------------------- 1, 366 
Australia__________________________ 152,568 
New Zealand______________________ 630,317 

1--------1--------1--------1!--------
Total _______________________ 4,567,468 598,623 3,621,936 48S, 214 

I=======~=====I======F===== 
MUTTON, FRESH (DU'IL\BLE) 

Canad"--------------------------- so,«<> s, no ~------------ ------------
Argentina ________ ----------------- 643, 053 58, 245 ------------ -------- ----
Uruguay__________________________ 291,212 24,803 ------------------------
Australia__________________________ 3, 722 412 ------------ ------------
New Zealand______________________ 51,490 4, 970 --------- --- ------------

1--------1--------
Total_______________________ 1,039, 917 97,140 1 2, 819 23,~83 

I========F=======~======:I======== 
LAMB, FRESH (DUTIABLE) 

Canada __ ------------------ ______ _ 127, 123 
580,878 
103,256 
314, 838 

$30,032 ------------ ------------
72,842 ------------ ------------
13,682 ------------ -------- - --«. 838 ------------ ------------

Argentina ________________________ _ 
Australia _________________________ _ 
New Zealand ____________________ _ 
All other ___ ______________________ _ 75 22 -- ---------- ------------

~------1--------~------1~------

Total. _ --------------------- 1,126, 170 161, ~16 2, 363, 160 540,488 

And it is interesting to note from the statistics furnished by 
the United States Tariff Commission the number of free hides 
that were imported into the United States from foreign coun
trie during 1924 and the :first 11 months of 1925 in free com
petition with all hides raised by our farmers and stockmen : 

Free hides imported in.to the United Statea 

. . 

Imported from-

CATTLE HIDES, DRY 
OR DRY 8 A L T E D 

(FREE) 

Belgium-------------
France. ___ -----------
Canada_-------------
Nicaragua ___________ _ 
Mexico ____ __________ _ 
Argentina ___________ _ 
BrazU ____ ------------
Colombia -----------Venezuela ___________ _ 
Australia ___________ _ 

.All other-------------
Total ________ _ 

[Calendar years] 

1924 1925 (11 months) 

Pieces Pounds Dollars Pieces Pounds Dollars 

10,655 238,064 42,455 ---------- ---------- ----------
13,797 279,066 65,167 ---------- ---------- ----------
68,909 1, 420, 685 151,462---------- ---------- ----------
21,813 4Sl, 849 75,758 ---------- ----------
1(, 268 320,094 39,626 ----------
04, ~91 1, 074,201 133,872 ---------- ---------- ----------
10,675 259,517 37,738---------- ---------- ----------

229,290 5, 698,951 955,732---------- ---------- ----------

I~: m 1,::: 27~: ~~~~ ========== ---------- ----------
67,809 1, 363,613 232, 107j----------

-------l-----~~-------l:------
587, 832~l 2, 063, 841 766, 912,16, 069, 035 3, 128, 894 
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Fret! h{des imported info the United States-Continued 

1924 1925 (11 months) 

Imported from-
Pieces Pounds Dollars Pieces Pounds Dollars 

-------~------------------

CATTLE HIDES, WET 
SALTED (FREE) 

Fmnce_______________ 59,066 3, 994,538 618,313 ---------- ---------- ----------
England._----------- 10,065 498,690 76,833 ---------- ---------- ----------
Canada.------------- 714, 881 33, 543, 588 3, 451,083 ---------- ---------- ----------
Panama______________ 20,804 1, 099,985 118,573 ---------- ---------- ----------
Mexico_______________ 35,259 1, 640,924 150,009 ---------- ---------- ----------
Cuba.--------------- 95,438 4. 631,354 582,954 ---------- ---------- ----------
Argentina____________ 1, 966,059105,717,21114,4.58,535 ---------- ---------- ----------
BraziL______________ 21,479 1, 200,140 111,381 ---------- ---------- ----------
Chile_________________ 14,706 802,868 79,586 ---------- ---------- ----------
Colombia____________ 19,482 815,393 96,526------------------------------
Uruguay------------- 203,4.50 11, 799, 845 1, 640,337 ---------- ---------- ----------
Australia_____________ 47,446 1, 779,471 192, 883 ---------- ---------- ----------
New Zealand_________ 27,017 1, 065, 919 113,098 ---------- ---------- ----------
All other------------- 59,251 3, 562,617 550,363 ====-:!====-:,.:::::.== 

TotaL--------- 3, 294,403172,151,543 22, 24.0, 474 2, 785,952139,655,998,21,824,247 

CALFSKL"'I"S, DRY 0& 
DRY SALTED (FREE) 

Denmark____________ 90,870 330,103 135,462 ---------- ---------- ----------
Finland______________ 480,023 1, 212,761 625,315 ---------- ---------- ----------
Latvia_-------------- 369, 514 1, 023,610 523,991 ---------- ---------- ----------
Netherlands__________ 189, 162 698,428 296,365 ---------- ---------- ----------
Norway______________ Hl2, 582 617,474 300,340 ---------- ---------- ----------
Poland and Danzig__ 65,570 353,517 85,270 ---------- ---------- ----------
England __ ,___________ 80,712 177,997 55,066 -------------------- ----------
Canada.------ ---- --- 164, 267 841, 246 193,217 ---------- ---------- ----------
Argentina____________ 405, 760 1, 222, 443 293,887 ---------- ---------- ----------
Uruguay------------- 77,396 257,096 57,403 ---------- ---------- ----------
New Zealand_________ 203,473 978,600 271,220 ---------- ---------- ----------
British South Africa. 62, 580 221, 463 35, 656 ---------- ---------- ----------
All other_____________ 615, 608 1, 733, 416 646,554 ---------- ---------- ----------

TotaJ __________ 2,897,617 9,668,154 3,519,746 2,029,187 6,292,30112,906,256 

.CALFSKINS, WET 
SALTED (FREE) 

Denmark____________ 143,136 1, 004,938 237,845---------- ---------- ----------
Finland______________ 70,000 449, ~~~ 104,897 ---------- ---------- ----------
France_______________ 429,656 4, 128, "'=" 1, 249,381 ---------- ---------- ----------
Latvia_______________ 216,388 1, 294,176 315,293---------- ---------- ----------
Lithuania____________ 136, 142 718,763 187,340 ---------- ---------- ----------
Netherlands_________ 93,615 717,187 173,025---------- ---------- ----------
Poland and Danzig___ 221,203 1, 384,954 298,835 ---------- ---------- ----------
Sweden.------------- 199, 862 1, 728, 031 436, 805 ---------- ---------- ----------
Switzerland__________ 75,866 777,760 244,301 ---------- ---------- ----------
Canada______________ 749,515 5, 791,930 1, 117,060---------- ---------- ----------
Argentina____________ 101,938 669,763 117,869------------------------------
Australia_____________ 71, 105 356, 936 81,046 ---------- ---------- ----------
New Zealand________ 174,389 875,505 235, 331 __________ ---------- ----------
All other_____________ 299,644 2, 393,405 579,363---------- ---------- -----------------------------

TotaL-----·--- 2, 982,459 22,291,557 5, 378,391 2, 263,87916,838,514 4, 390,856 

When it is a fact that our farmers and cattlemen have not 
been able to sell their hides for much more than it costs them 
to ~kin their cattle, yet foreigners, who raise them in other 
countries with peon labor, are able to ship them here across the 
water and sell them in free competition with our producers, it 
does seem to me that both Republicans and Democrats 
should agree that we must place a tariff duty on foreign hides. 

When I have the time I intend to look up a splendid speech 
which my distinguished colleague from Texas [Mr. BLACK] 
made from this House :floor deprecating the fact that the pro
ducers in his district could not get enough for their hides to 
pay for skinning the animal. It is worth preserving in the 
present RECORD. There ·is no Member in this House more 
valuable to the Government than my colleague from Texas [l\fr. 
BLACK], and my disagreement with him on one phase of the 
tariff question is not to be deemed a criticism of him. We 
are both sincere, and merely view the question from different 
angles. Let me say in conclusion that unless we show the same 
consideration for the farmers and stockmen of the United 
States that we do for the manufacturer of the finished articles, 
and that we do for the industrial workers in the cities, our 
farms are going to be depopulated, for our farm boys are all 
going to quit and move to tlle cities, and then the city con
sumers will starve to death. We must give the American pro
ducers a square deal. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TINCHER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized 
for. five minutes. 

:Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com
mittee, men can be mistaken, and I do not believe it does a 
man any good to deny that he is mistaken. I do not remember 
whether I forgot that the rate ·was changed half a cent or 

2 cents ut a thousand yesterday. I wus somewhat afraid that 
I bad made a mistake, but I did not want to change it; I thought 
if I said a thousand when it should have been one thousand 
and fifty I would be criticized. In the main I believe every 
Member of Congress tries to be accurate. 

But the ge'.ltleman claimed-the gentleman representing a 
great cattle district-that there was not a duty on cattle. He 
was mistaken. Why in the mischief did he not admit that be 
was mistaken? I remember when he made those remarks that 
be referred to. It was right after the election. The truth was 
in that statement. We had had eight years of the Underwood 
tariff law, and this country, so far as agriculture was con
cerned, was never at a lower ebb. And you voted with us, 
enough of you, to pass the Young emergency tariff law. 

What-happened? Why did you back up and vote against the 
Fordney-McCumber tariff law? I know a distinguished gentle
man from your State, a man whose ability and learning no one 
will question, JACK GARNER, now the ranking member of the mi
nority on the Committee on Ways and Means, who stood up on 
this :floor, confronted with the facts as the facts existed after 
eight years under the Underwood law, and made the best 
protective-tariff speech that was ever made in this House. He 
mentioned the things the gentleman referred to in the cir
cular. When the Republicans came to write a real tariff law, 
the Fordney-McCU:mber law, along the same line as the emer~ 
gency tariff lawJ you caucused. You caucused to select a mem~ 
ber of the Committee on Ways and Means, and the contest was 
between men like you and men like Mr. BLACK-I believe you 
were together in it-men with divided opinions, like you, on 
the tariff. Colonel HAYDEN was a candidate fr·om the West on 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and the gentleJ.llan from 
New York, the Tammany leader in thls Hou e, was the other 
candidate. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado, a western Democrat, adhering to 
the principles on the tariff you now advocate, fought for 
HAYDEN. HAYDEN was defeated in your caucus, and the policy 
of the Democratic Party from that day on was dictated by our 
distinguished and learned friend, a man we all admired, the 
lamented Mr. Kitchin. He said 1\fr. GARNER must not only 
not make another such tariff speech, but he must not put into 
the REcoRD the one he made, and you changed your policy in 
the matter of the Fordney-McCumber tariff law, and you did 
not admit it in the circular that you disseminated through the 
country. 

Mr. BLANTON. That relieved me of any responsibility to 
the caucus for my action in that campaign and in subsequent 
campaigns. 

1\Ir. TINCHER. That is giving a little more detail. You 
bolted the caucus and walked out. 

1\fr. BLANTON. The Democratic caucus does not bind a 
man against his will under such circumstances. 

Mr. TINCHER. Well, with that amendment to my state
ment as to what happened in that caucus I am willing that it 
stand in the RECORD exactly that way. You were relieved but 
you did not avail yourself of the relief, because you finally 
voted against the permanent tariff law after having voted for 
the temporary law. 

Now, I do not want to be placed in the attitude with the 
House or the country of giving figures that are not accurate. I 
would not have given figures as to the transactions of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAUGEN] unless I knew they were 
accurate. I not only obtained the figures from Mr. HAUGEN 
himself, but I had his statement about them. You know what 
I am talking about. 

I do not want to stand here and tell you about my private 
affairs, but if the gentleman from 'l'exas [Mr. HUDSPETH] had 
any live steers in the Kansas City market last fall, at the time 
Mr. HAUGEN was buying his feeders, which were sold for 6 
cents, it was because they could not be sold as feeders and 
had to go to the packers. A feeder is a steer which can go to 
either, generally, because I had them there and know condi
tions there. I had steers there from the great State of Texas 
that weighed 850 pounds, and they brought · 8% cents in the 
Kansas City market. I do not have to go to you for facts with 
reference to them, because I know what the Kansas City 
market was. 

You have always assumed to mal{e it appear that I do not 
want to do something to assist agriculture. I have told you 
in private conversation that until I brought in this oil well 
that I am going home to see about, my family and I had no 
other interest in the world except agriculture. 

You keep talking about a tariff on hides and think you cau 
stir up something. However, you are right about it. 

It ought to be put on. [Applause.] I am glad you voted 
for it, and with your -fellows over there and witll a little good 
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luck over here we might have gotten it on. But I did not 
know at the time you were making your fight for a tariff on 
hides that you had overlooked the fact that 'we had a tariff 
on the animal for twice as much. You say that does not do 
any good, but there is not another man in the House who 
represents an agricultural district but who will admit that if 
you put a tariff on the frozen meat and leave it off of the 
live animal they will bring in the live animal, but if you leave 
it off of the frozen meat and put it on the live animal they 
will bring in the frozen meat. 

I am glad you have changed. I was gone for two weeks, 
and you were making speeches all the time in favor of re
ducing the tariff, but to-day your speech is in favor of raising 
it. I am glad we have made some converts. I am going home 
again to see if there is anything to your talk about this oil 
well, and when I come back I will be willing to hold another 
meeting and baptize all those who have been converted, as has 
the gentleman from Texas, on the subject of the tariff. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. TINCHER. Here is another one. I yield to the gentle

man. 
1\fr. SHALLENBERGER. I just want the gentleman to 

state whom he means by u you." The gentleman does not 
refer to all of us? 

1\lr. TINCHER. I mean BLANTON, and since the gentleman 
wants to be in, I will include him. The gentleman made a 
speech while I was away, and he put all the blame on the 
tariff. He said there was a terrible condition that existed in 
agriculture. That was a general speech and the gentleman 
did not give any figures, and I question the truth of some of 
the gentleman's statements. Does the gentleman want a re
vision of the tariff upward or downward? 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I want to reduce it downward. 
Mr. TINCHER. On cattle? 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. On everything. . 
Mr. TINCHER. The gentleman wants the tariff revised 

downward on cattle? 
Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I am in favor of a tariff for 

revenue only, if the gentleman wants me to state my position. 
Of cour e, the tariff on cattle is a tariff for revenue, because 
the gentleman says we are importing them. 

Mr. TINCHER. But we are keeping most of them out. 
You take that tariff off and if, as a producer of livestock, you 
say it will not reduce the price of every hoof in America, you 
will stand alone. 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Oh, no; I will not stand alone. 
Mr. TINCHER. You will not say that to a cattleman's 

convention out in Nebraska. [Laughter.] 
There is nothing in the wol'ld I love better than a debate 

on the tariff. I am a little like BLANTON. It is the first thing 
I ever learned to debate on. I am glad the Democrats have 
announced their policy is going to be to make the tariff the 
issue in the next campaign, and so long as half of them are 
in favor of raising the rates and the other: half in favor of 
lowering them, I think we are sitting rather pretty on this 
side of the House. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. STRONG]. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of 
the committee, I take this opportunity of calling attention to 
a bill I have introduced, which bas been referred to the Com
mittee on Agriculture, which proposes the establishment of a 
Federal market-finding board to assist in the domestic and 
foreign marketing of agricultural commodities and in the dis
position of surplus agricultural products, the same to be set 
up as an independent agency in the executive branch of the 
Government. 

The establishment of such a board simply seeks to provide 
for agriculture what every other business and industry has, 
to wit, a· plan for the disposal of the surplus that drugs and 
depresses market .prices and which the farmers, because of the 
multiplicity of their individual units, do not have; and since 
agriculture is the Nation's basic industry on which our pros
perity rests, I believe that the Government should set up such 
an agency. 

The bill provides that such a board shall be composed of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, the Secretary of Commerce, and 
five members appointed by the President by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to be made with due regard 
to the knowledge and experience of an appointee in (1) the 
production and marketing of livestock, (2) the production and 
marketing of grain, (3) the production and marketing of dairy 
and poultry products, ( 4) the production and marketing of 
cotton and tobacco, and (5) the production and marketing of 
fruits and vegetables. 

In addition to the usual powers given such an indepenuent 
agency, its duties shall be to acquire from the Department 
of Agriculture, the Department of Commerce, or any other 
department or agency of the United States, State, Territory, or 
possession of the United States, information with respect to-

The existence of a surplus of any agricultural commodity. 
The domestic and foreign markets for such commodity. 
The prices, or the probable trend of the prices, of such com

modity in the markets. 
The process of manufacturing, packing, and new uses of 

agricultural products. 
The transportation facilities to and the handling, storing, 

and other facilities in such markets. 
The board shall publish and shall furnish upon request to 

any producer of such commodity, any cooperative association 
or other organization of such producers, or any person owning 
or controlling such commodity, its recommendation upon the 
disposition of such commodity, and the available metho<ls of 
financing. 

The United States shall assume no liability, directly or in
directly, arising out of the execution by the board of any of 
its functions. 

The salaries of the board, together with a secretary, ex
perts and employees, offices and expenses to be puid by the 
Government. 

I believe that such a board with the powers given it would 
be able to determine the surpluses of agricultural products 
in any part of the country and assist the owners of the same 
in finding the best market therefor, and wherever such in
formation disclosed a surplus beyond the needs of the whole 
Kation, that through the Department of Commerce with its 
commercial agents throughout the world and other sources, 
it could assist the owners of such products in the exporting 
and marketing of the same and, if financing was necessary, 
could advise how the same could best be sec1Jred through either 
our commercial or intermediate credit banking sy tern. 

I also believe that with the experience that would come to 
such a board they would be in a position to recommend any 
sound, helpful legiBlation that might be necessary and secure 
the passage of the same through Congress. 

I realize that with the present demand for "price fixing" 
and the ·' purchase of surpluses " by the Government or by a 
tax on agricultural products that my bill may not meet with 
approval, since it only provides for an organization to do for 
agriculture what other industries are able to do for themselves. 
nut I have introduced the same to have a record of what I 
believe to be a sound, businesslike plan to market surplus 
agricultural products. I el..}>ect to vote for all legislation 
which the Committee on Agriculture, after due deliberation, 
favorably reports for passage to the House, and I hope they 
may be able to form and agree on legislation acceptable to 
agricultural interests, but should the representatives of agri
cultural interests fail to agree, or either the provi nons of the 
Constitution or the impol'sibility of passage tbrou~h Congress 
stand in the way of legislation now being propo ed, I urge 
con ideration of the plan suggested in my bill. 

The bill is as follows : 
IN THE HOOSE OF REPRESE:.T.ATIVES, 

January 18, 19Z6. 

J\Ir. STRO)iG of Kanl'as introduced the following bill, which was re
rened to the Committee on Agriculture and ordered to be printed: 
A bill (H. R. 7908) to establish a Federal market-finding board to 

assist in the domestic and foreign marketing of agricultural com
modities and in the disposition of the surplus of agricultural com
modities 
Be it enacted, etc., 1.'hat this act may be cited as the Feueral market

ing act of 1926. 
SEc. 2. (a) There is hereby established as an independent agency 

in the executive branch of the Government a board, to be known as 
the Federal market-finding board (hereinafter referred to as · the 
"board"), and to be composed of {1) the Secretary of Agriculture and 
the Secretary of Commerce, and (2) five members appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

(b) The terms of office of the appointed members first taking office 
shall expire, as designated by the President, one at the end of the 
second year, one at the enu of the fourth year, one at the end of the 
sixth year, one at the end of the eighth year, and one at the end of 
the tenth year after the date of the enactment of this act. The terms 
of office of all successors shall expire 10 years after the expiratio.q of 
the terms for which their predecessors were appointed, but any mem
ber appointed to fill a vacancy occurring prior to the expiration of tbe 
term for which his predecessor was appointed shall be appointed only 
for the unexpired term of his predecessor. 

(c) The board shall annually designate an appointed member to 
act a.s chairman of the board. 



1926 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 2401 
(d) Any member fn office at the expiration of the term tor which bo 

was appointed may continue in office until his successor takes office. 
(e) Vacancies in the board shall n.ot impair the powers of the 

remaining members to execute the functions of the board, and a ma
jority of the members shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of 
the business of the board. 

(f) Each of the appointed members shall be a citizen of the United 
States, shall not actively engage in any other business, vocation, or 
employment than that of serving as member of the board, and sh!lll 
receive a salary of $10,000 a year, together with ach1al and necessary 
traveling and subsistence expenses while away from the principal office 
of the board on business required by this act. 

(g) The appointment of the members shall be made with due re
gard to the knowledge and experience of (1) one appointee in the 
production and marketing of livestock, (2) one in the production 
and marketing of grain, {3) one in the production and marketing. of 
dairy and poultry products, ( 4) one in the production and market~ng 
of cotton and tobacco, and (5) one in the production and marketmg 
of fruits and vegetables. 

OEXERAL POWERS OF BOARD 

SEC. 3. The board-
{a) Shall maintain its principal office in the Di trlct of Columbia. 
(b) Shall have an official seal which shall be judicially noticed. 
(c) Shall make an annual report to the Congress. 
(d) May make such regulations as are necessary to execute the 

functions vested in it by this act. 
(e) May (1) appoint a secretary and such experts and, subject to 

the provisions of the civil service laws, such other officers and em
ployees, and (2) in accordance with the clas ification act of 1923, fix 
the salaries of such secretary, experts, officers, and employees, and 
(3) make such expenditures (including expenditmes for rent and per
sonal sernce at the seat of government and elsewhere, for law books, 
periodicals, and books of reference, and for printing and binding), as 
may be necessary for the execution of the functions vested in the 
board and as may be provided for by the Congress from time to time. 
All expenditures of the board shall be allowed and paid on the pre
sentation of itemized vouchers therefor approved by the chairman. 

SPECIAL POWERS A-"iD DITTIES 

SEC. 4. (a) The board shall acquire, from the 'Department of .Agri
culture, the Department of Commerce, or any other executi¥e depart
ment, independent establishment, or agency of the United States, any 
State, any Territory, or possession of tl.!e United States, or the Distr.ict 
of Columbia, and analyze information in respect of-

(1) The existence or the possibility of the existence of a surplus 
of any agricultural commodity produced within the United States. 

(2) The domestic and foreign markets for such commodity. 
(3) The prices, or the probable trend of the pl'ices, of such com

modity in such markets. 
(4) The process of manufacturing. packing, and new uses of agri

cultural products. 
(5) The transportation facilities to, and the handling, storing, 

and other facilities in, such markets. 
(b) The board shall publish and shall furnish, upon request, to 

any producer of such commodity, any cooperati¥e association or other 
organization of such producers, or any person owning or controlling 
any of such commodity, its recommendations upon the disposition 
of such commodity and the available methods of :tjnancing. 

(c) The United States shall assume no liability, directly or indi
rectly, arising out of the execution by the board of any of its func
tions under this act. 

COOPER.A.T!0:-1 OF EXECGTIVE DEPART:M:El:-i'TS 

SEc. 5. (a) It shall be the duty of any governmental establish
ment in the executive branch of the Government, upon request by 
the board, or upon Executive order, to cooperate wlth and render 
assi tance to the boar·d in carrying out the provisions of this act. 
The board may, in cooperation with any such governmental estab
lishment, avail itself of the services and facllitles of such govern
mental establishment in order to avoid preventable expense or dupli-
cation of effort. • 

(b) The board may cooperate with any State or Territory, or de
partment, agency, or political subdivision thereof, or with any person. 

APPROPRIATfON 

SEc. G. For expenses in the administration of the functions 
ve ted in the board by this act, ~ere is hereby authorized to be aP
propriated the sum of $200,000, to be available to the board for such 
expenses (including, salal'ies and expenses of the members) incurred 
prio~· to July 1, 1927. 

1\Ir. BARE. Will the gentleman yield? 
1.\Ir. STRONG of Kansas. Certainly. 
Mr. HARE. I would like to ask the gentleman for infor

mation whether or not the purposes of his bill are embodied 
in the act creating the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Com
merce? 

Mr. STRO~G of Kansas. I think not. This is to be an 
independent organization set up for the purpose of handling 
this as an independent matter and learning where the sur
plus products of agriculture are and where a market can be 
found for them. 

:Mr. HARE. I had •the impression the same idea was em
bodied in the act creating the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 
Commerce, and I asked for information. 

1\Ir. STRONG of Kansas. I think not. If so, the authority 
has not been used. 

1\fr. AYRES. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [1\Ir. LowREY]. 

l\Ir. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, to-day is the one hundred 
and nineteenth anniversary of the birth of Robert E. Lee. 
Five years ago I began here the agitation of the proposition 
to restore his mansion at .Arlington and maintain it to his 
memory. .A. year ago Congre s went far toward the execu
tion of that plan by passing the resolution so generously pro
posed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cn...nrToN]. 

.Arlington is a place sacred to the Nation. To us of the 
South it is a place of peculiar consequence and peculiar sor
row. Linked with it indelibly in our minds and hearts is the 
name and silent glory of Robert E. Lee, " the most stainless 
of earthly commanders, aud, save in fortune, the greatest." A 
man who in the words of Ben Hill, of Georgia, was-

Cresal' without his ambition, Frederick without his tyranny, Na
poleon without the selfishness, and "'ashington without his reward. 

Twenty-five years ago I came to Washington, as people 
occasionally do, with a party of sightseers, about a hundred 
people, all of them outheruers. Most of them were on their 
first visit to the l\'"ational Capital. I noted with grief, and yet 
with approval, their expressions that in and around the splen
did residence of Robert E. Lee there was not one thing to 
remind us by atmosphere that this was once his home. There 
mingled into our 12arty a stal-wart New Englander, who had 
come to -visit the gra \·e of his father. As he heard these ex
pre ·sions from my southern friends, he quietly remarked, " I 
don't blame them, I should feel that way myself." 

From that day to this I have had a growing conviction that 
this thing ought to be changed, and that one day it would 
be changed. " His enemies themselves being judges," Lee 
stands as one of the purest and gentlest and at the same time 
one of the most brilliant and heroic men in American history. 

.An editor of a great New York magarlne referred to him 
recently as the most splendid apd heroic character of the Civil 
War, and said, "I am glad to have the columns of this maga
zine used to honor his name." W'hen I spoke from this floor 
on this subject some three or four years ago, the lamented 
Congressman Osborne, from California, was the only Union 
veteran in the House. He wrote me a letter of cordial appre
ciation and assured me he considered it a privilege to join in 
such a cause. 

Since the Cramton resolution was passed a year ago there 
have been published a few bitter and hurtful expressions 
against it. But, of course, we must expect some lingering bit
terness after so terrible a conflict. The more is the obligation 
of the generous on both sides to carry on. .And it is gratifying 
to observe that not one of the discordant notes, in so far as I 
have been able to ob erve, has come from a Member of this 
House. Hence I expect with confidence the vassage of legis
lation to put the Cramton resolution into effect. 

I need not argue other reasons. They are obvious. The 
loyalty of the South is established, sealed with the blood of her 
sons. Before the secession she had give.n largely to the build- · 
ing of the Nation. Since the reunion she has given just as gen
erously. I would not say that she has come back to the Union 
conquered, because in her attitude toward the Government she 
has exhibited none of the a.nimus of defeat. I do not know 
another case in history where a people have mastered them
selves with the strength and poise of their own character as 
hers have. On other continents such a situation as existed at 
the close of the Civil War in this country would have been the 
breeding of a score of wars and provincial hatreds to a dozen 
generations. The South has come back with head erect and 
eyes unafraid, having fought to her last energy for a principle 
which she considered vital, but accepting the issue of battle 
with good grace and honest courage. 

We each fought as Americans for what we believed to be 
American rights, and the valor of both sides is a heritage to 
all Americans. If brotherhood does exist in our hearts it is 
certainly reasonable to expect that it be given material expres
sion, and that we make haste to remove such material condi
tions as exist in contradiction of it. 

1\lay I make this suggestion? What would have been the 
reaction in the minds and hearts of most of the gentlemen here 

\. 

. i' 
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bacl the South opposed the erection of the Grant or the Lin
coln Memorial? We do not propose the erection of a memorial. 
We simply ask the preservation of one. 

We of the South have been called on to pay tribute to the 
valor of the North, and gladly we have paid it. As worthy 
foemen we have honored the soldiers in blue; as honest foemen 
we have respected them; as reunited brethren we have worked 
with them; as comrades in arms our sons have shed blood 
under a common flag with theirs through two wars in a com
mon cause. For more than half a century our money has been 
added to their·s to pension the veterans of the Grand Army, 
against which we fought; to buy, beautify, and maintain Fed
eral cemetaries from Gettysburg to Vicksburg; to ered monu
ments to Federal leaders. 

Not many months ago we heard a southern Democrat on this 
floor speak of General Grant, "who was as generous as he was 
brave," and we have witnessed under the very shadow of the 
Capitol the unveiling of the Grant Memorial, where the most 
striking tribute paid to the Union commander came from the 
commander of the Confederate Veterans. 

Why should it not be so? l\Ien who are gallant enough to 
fight as these men fought are u ually generou enough to do 
each other justice after the fight is over. This is typical of 
the spirit of the Nation. The great objective to which we all 
are now striving is world peace, and the eyes of the world are 
turned on America for leadership. If we are to lead the world 
in peace, we must be at peace among om·selves. 

And truly we find this spirit of generosity on both sides of 
the line. The lamented and great-souled President Harding 
said a few short months before his death, " 'l'here is no longer 
any sign of conflict, we are united in the sweetest concord 
that ever united men." 

And Secretary Denby said publicly in a southern. city, "I 
am a northerner, but first I am an American. You can not 
take from me my pride in Lee and Jackson and Pickett, and 
your own immortal Forrest." 

This is nobly spoken, and if its leaders can speak thus, can 
not the Nation? Then let the names of Lee, of Jackson, of 
Stuart, of Forrest, and of Semmes take their rightful places 
beside those of Grant, Thomas, Sheridan, Sherman, and Far
ragut. Is it reasonable to deny this simply because they 
lived south of the Mason-Dixon line? Simply because in a 
national division they took their places against the Govern
ment that kept its seat at Washington? Are there no prece
dents? Have we forgotten that the body of Cromwell was 
hanged at Tyburn, and that to-day the kingdom is .filled with 
statues and memorials to him, erected by loyal subjects of_ a 
government that bears the name of that against which he 
fought? Is there not echoing in om· ears even now the voice 
of a Briton declaring the rebel Washington to be "our greatest 
Englishman "? 

Let us teach the children of the ~ation that American 
valor is American valor wherever found. Let the gates of the 
cemetery and of the ampitheater bear the whole story. Let the 
borne of Lee, as the borne of Washington, be held sacred, kept 
in its original beauty, the treasure of a reunited· people. 

Then, indeed, we will dwell together in the sweetest concord 
that ever united men. Then, indeed, will we not be northern
ers or southerners but Americans. Then, indeed, will the blood 
of om· young men at San Juan Hill, at Belleau Wood, and in 
the Argonne, shed under a common flag and in a common 
cause, have sealed our hearts with a bond eternal. 

And our children's children will look with joy on the great 
· memorial bridge spanning the Potomac, uniting the North and 

the South, connecting the great highways-the Lee and the 
Lincoln-by which the people of the Nation shall visit together, 
know and love each other better, and trust each other 
more. 

And one end of the great span shall open upon the Nation's 
majestic memorial to Lincoln, the other upon sacred Arlington, 
the resting place of valiant Americans, whether they wore 
the blue, the gray, or the khaki, and the home of America's 
spotless Christian warrior, patriot, and hero, Robert Edward 
Lee. • 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [:Mr. OLDFIELD]. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. l\lr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com
mittee, I am sorry my f1·iend the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. TIKCIIER] is not here. The gentleman has been talking a 
good deal about the tariff question for the last day or two 
and has been trying to convince the House and the country 
that the Fordney-McCumber tariff law is very beneficial to the 
farmers of America. When Mr. TINCHER or anyone else makes 
that statement he comes in direct conflict with some of the out-

stan.dlng Republican leaders in America. In other words, be 
gets into a debate with the junior Senator from his own State. 
Senator CAPPER only a few days ago made a speech at Boston 
in which he said that the farmers of America, under the present 
tariff law, get the hot end of the bargain; that the farmer is 
not protected, but, on the contrary, is flimflammed by the Ford
ney-McCumber Tariff Act. 

The gentleman from Kansas ["Mr. TINCHER] also said that 
the stock raisers of America were greatly benefited by a tariff 
of 1lh cents a pound on livestock weighing up to 1,050 pounds 
and 2 cents a potmd on cattle weighing more than 1,050 pounds, 
and the gentleman undertook to submit proof that 154,000 head 
of cattle were shipped into the United States last y~ar. There 
are 64,000,000 head of cattle in the United States, my friends. 
In other words, the imports of cattle from Mexico and from 
Canada were one-fiftieth of 1 per cent of the production of cat 
tie in the United States. I do not believe there is an intelligent 
man in America or elsewhere who will say that an importation 
of one-fiftieth of 1 per cent of a product will protect that 
product in the United States, amounting in this case to 64,000,-
000 head of cattle. 

This question was investigated back in 1909, and, if I recall 
properly, Senator Lodge was on the investigating committee, 
and the committee was unanimous that any product produced 
in America, whether it was a farm product or a manufactured 
product, if there was a surplus to export to foreign countries, a 
protective tariff policy would not benefit that product. 

Mr. BOX. My recollection is that Senator McCumber was a 
member of that commission. Will the gentleman insert that 
re11ort in his remarks·? 

Mr. OLDFIELD. If I can find it, I will be glad to do so. 
l\lr. SHAI;LENBERGER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. OLDFIELD. I will. 
1\lr. SHALLENBERGER. The gentleman from Kansas in

timidated me by his manner, and I was afraid to read this to 
him, but as confirming the fact that the farmers are demand
in(T relief I want to read a resolution that the Farmers' Union 
in Nebraska, a real organization of farmers, pa~sed at their 
la ·t ses ion. It isl as follows : 

We, the Farmers Union of Nebraska, favor the equality of agricul
ture in tariff legislation, and we believe that in the very nature of 
agricultural production the only way this can be achieved ls through 
the reduction of the excessive protection that is now given manu
facturers and nonagricultural industries~ 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Certainly, and that is the po ition that 
the farmers of America are taking everywhere at this time. 
There can be no ques ion about it. The West is wrought up 
about this question. Senator Capper say that there is a 
cyclone or a tornado coming because the farmers Of America 
are beginning to realize that under the Fordney-McCumber 
law the people are mulcted by more than 5,000,000,000 every 
year in excess prices above reasonable prices to the American 
consumer. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TINCHER] say that the 
tariff on cattle allowed 154,000 head of cattle to come in 
when we ba\e 64,000,000 head in the United States. 

Take fencing wire. Do you uppose the farmers of Kansas 
use fencing wire-$10 a ton in the Fordney-:\IcCumber law 
on fence wire. The farmers lose more on fence wire than 
they get out of the entire tariff system. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Barbed wire is on the free list. 
l\Ir. OLDFIELD. I am talking about fencing wire-all 

fencing wire L'3 not barbed wire. The material that goes into 
the barbed wire is not on the free list, and the gentleman 
knows it Iron and steel, out of which you make barbed wire, 
is on the protected list. The material that goes into the 
making of barbed wire is not on the free list. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. How nruch is the tariff? 
l\lr. OLDFIELD. I will put into the RECORD ju. t how much 

the tariff is and let you place some figures of bow much it in
creases the price of it. 

Mr. STRONG of Kan as. Barbed wirer 
l\Ir. OLDFIELD. All of the material that goes into barbed 

wire. Now, here is baling wire-do the farmers of Kan. as use 
baling wire? 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. That is on the free list. 
Mr. OLDFIELD. No; one-half a cent a pound, or $10 a 

ton. That is on the dutiable list. It was on the free list under 
the Underwood law, but you put it on the dutiable list at a 
half a cent a pound, or $10 a ton. The farmer will lo e more 
on fencing wire and baling wire than they get from gi\ing 
protection to cattle. 
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Now, when Congress placed on the statute books the emer

gency tariff law, what happened? Wheat went down and 
down, and every real farmer knows that it went down. Now, 
'vhen President Coolidge flexed it up--and it always is flexed 
upward-when he increased the tariff from 30 cents to 42 
cents in 10 days it went down 12 cents on the bushel. That 
is what happened to the farmers here in America. This year 
we had a shortage of wheat of 200,000,000 bushels and wheat 
was selling at harvest time for about $1 a bushel. 

The gentleman from Kansas [:Mr. TINCHER] referred to his 
great bill regulating the grain exchange. My information is 
that the grain exchanges themselves had a great deal to do 
with writing the provisions of the grain exchange bill. We 
had a deficit in wheat of 200,000,000 bushels last year, but 
the farmers did not get the benefit of it. Wheat did not go 
up until the farmers had sold their wheat. When it got out 
of their hands it was $2 a bushel, but it went back to $1.70, 
not on the farm but in the Chicago market. 

THE WHEAT FARMER A~D THE TARIFF 

Estimates of the United States Department of Aori.cult!:re 
June 1, 1920. Average price received by producer on every type 

and grade, per busheL __________________________________ $2. 583 
June 1, 1920. Good milling wheat was worth near, on farm____ 3. 00 
June 1, 1920. Good milling wheat was worth near, at milL___ 3. 30 
Apr. 1, 1921. While emergency tariff bill was nuder discussion, 

average farm price---------------------------------~--- 1. 335 
May 1, 1921. While emergency tariff bill was under discussion, 

average farm pl'ice __ ·---------------------------------- 1. 107 
June 1, 1921. (After President Harding bad signed the bill 

which was effective until the Fordney-McCumber bill was 
approved in 1!)22)-------------------------------------- 1.274 

July 1, 1!J21. (After Pre ident Harding bad signed the bill 
which was effective until the Fordney-McCumber bill was 
approved~ 1922)-------------------------------------- 1. 122 

Aug. 11 1921. (After President Harding bad signed the bill 
wbicn was effective until the Fordney-McCumber bill was 
approved in 1922)-------------------------------------- 1.048 

Sept. 1. 1921. (After President Harding bad signed the bill 
which was effect ive until the Fordney-McCumber bill was 
approved in 19~2>-------------------------------------- 1.012 

Nov. 1, 1921. (After President Harding bad signed the bill 
which was effective until the Fordney-McCumber bill was 
approved in 192~>----------------------------------- .942 

D('c. 1. 1921. (After President Harding bad signed the bill 
which was effective until the Fordney-McCumber bill was 
approved~ 1922>------------------------------------- .927 
Throughout the rear of 1922, during all of which time either the 

emergent'y tarift' Jaw or the new permanent tariff law was in effect, 
which was approved' on September ~1, 1922, and on December 17, 
1922, Congress appropriated $20,~00,000 to buy wheat for Russian re
lief, the farm price ranged between 88.7 cents pe1· bushel and $1.21, 
closing at the end of the year at about 96 cents. 

Under the "Cnderwood law wheat was imported free. "C"nder the 
emergency tari1l' (Republican) the duty was 35 cents per bushel, and 
under the Fordney-:McCumber permanent tarift' Jaw (Republican) a duty 
of 30 cents per bushel was provided. -

The average yield of wheat for the last five years in the United 
State bas been about 880,000,000 bushels per annum. 

The amount used for domestic consumption has been rather less than 
575,000,000 bushels and about 75,000,000 bushels more are annually 
used for seed. This leaves a surplus o! something like 230,000,000 
bushels which can not possibly be consumed within the United States 
and mnst be old abroad. 

In 1910 the Republicans, through a special Senate committee, were 
forced to admit the fraud and deception they bad practiced on the 
farmers by a tarift' on agricultural products in their report and through 
their campaign textbook, as follows: " The tarifl' on the farmers' prod
ucts, such as wheat, corn, rye, barley, cattle, and other livestock, did 
not and could not ln any way affect the prices of these products." On 
this committee was Chairman Gallinger, Senator Lodge, of Massachu
setts; Crawford, of South Dakota; SMOOT, of Utah; and McCumber, of 
North Dakota. Their report on the effect of the tariff on agricultuwl 
products was unanimous. 

E"Very person who is familiar with the Chicago Wheat Ex
change, or the New York Cotton Exchange, or any of those 
exchanges, knows that you can not get as much at the farm as 
the quotations are every day on the Chicago Exchange, the 
New Orleans and the New York Cotton Exchanges. That is 
the situation. Any farm product or manufactured product can 
not be benefited by a protective tariff if you produce for export. 
The tariff on automobiles does not benefit the automobile indus
try at all; it does not put a dollar in their pockets. There is 
no nation on earth that can compete with the automobile manu
facturers in America. Yet the automobile manufacturers in 
the country pay the highest wages of any industry and they 
are not benefited by the tariff, and they know it, and everybody 
else knows it. They export their surplus just as the wheat 
farmers do. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

LXVII-152 

Mr. FRENCH. l\Ir. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose ; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, l\Ir. LEHLBACH, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole Hou~e on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7554) making appropriations for the Naval Department and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

ADJOURNMENT 

l\Ir. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to ; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 2 
minutes p. m.) the Bouse adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes
day, January 20, 1926, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMllUNIO.ATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speake1·'s table and referred as follows: 

292-293. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Com
merce Commission, transmitting, in compliance with the pro
visions of Senate Resolution No. 438, dated February 26, 1923, 
a report for the month of December, 1925, showing the condition 
of railroad equipment and the related information indicated in 
the resolution, so far as such information is. available; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

294. A communication fl·om the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate for the Depart
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1926, for 
cooperative construction of rural post roads, $22,900,000, and 
construction of forest roads and trails, $3,775,000 (H. Doc. No. 
221) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

295. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting for the consideration of Congress a draft 
of proposed legislation affecting the appropriation for the De
partment of the Interior for fees of examining surgeons, pen
sions, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1926 (ll. Doc. No. 
222); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

296. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the John Ericsson Memorial Commission for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1926, to meet the expenses of the dedica
tion of the John Ericsson memorial in l\Iay, 1926, $3,500 (H. 
Doc. No. 223); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be pl'inted. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS ArD 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 
Mr. FREDERICKS: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

CoDllllerce. S. 1779. An act granting the consent of Congress 
to the States of Oregon and Idaho to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge and approaches across the Snake River at a 
point known as Ballards Landing; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 118). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RAYBURN: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. H. R. 4034. A bill granting consent of Congress to 
Texas-Coahuila Bridge Co. for construction of a bridge across 
the Rio Grande between Eagle Pass, Tex., and Piedras Negras, 
.Mexico; without amendment (Rept. No. 119). Referred to the 
House Calendar. · 

l\Ir. RAYBURN: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. H. R. 6515. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to the Gateway Bridge Co. for construction of a bridg ) across 
the Rio Grande between Brownsn.Ile, Tex., and Matamoras, 
)lexico; with amendments (Rept. No. 120). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. RAYBURN: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. H. R. 6733. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to the construction of a bridge across th2 Rio Grande; with an 
amendment (Rept. No. 121). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BARKLEY: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. H. R. 6740. A bill to authorize the Norfolk & Western 
Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork of Big 
Sandy River at or near a point about 2% miles east 
of Williamson, Mingo Connty, W. Ya., and near the mouth 
of Lick Branch; with amendments (Rept. No. 122). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 

)lr. KELLER : Committee on the District of Columbia. H. R. 
7669. A bill to provide home care for dependent children; 
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without amendment (Rept. No. 124). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

1\Ir. LEAVITT : Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 
187. A bill making a grant of land for school purposes. Fort 
Shaw division, Sun River project, Montana; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 125). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 0~ PRIY ATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clalise 2 of Rule XIII. 
iUr. GIFFORD: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 

5673. A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to issue 
lE>tters patent to George Hughes; with amendments (Rept. No. 
123) . Refened to the Committee of the Whole House. 

CHA.XGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of Rule XX.II, committees were discharged 

from the consideration of the following bills, which were re
ferred as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 79£;9) granting an increase of pension to 1\Iary 
E. :McGinnis; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7538) granting an increase of pension to Eliza
beth J. Bartlett; . Committee on Pensions discharged, and re
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7763) granting an increase of pension to 
Sophia Elder ; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7G97) granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
B. Darby; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS Al'I'D RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURDICK: .A. bill (H. R. 7960) to amend the act 
entitled "An act to provide compensation for employees of the 
United States suffering injm·ies while in the performance of 
their duties, and for other purposes," approved September 7, 
1916: to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By l\fr. CARTER of California: .A. bill (H. R. 7961) for the 
relief of former officers of the United States Naval Reserve 
Force and United States Marine Corps Reserve who were 
erroneously released from active duty and disenrolled at places 
other than their homes or places of enrollment; to the Com
mittee on Naval .Affairs. 

lly l\1r. FLAHERTY: A bill (H. R. 7962) to amend an act 
entitled "An act reclassifying the salaries of postmasters and 
employees of the Postal Service, readjusting their salaries and 
compensation on an equitable basis, increasing postal rates to 
provide for such readjustment, and for other purposes," ap
proved February 28, 1925 ; to the Committee on the Post Offire 
and Post Roads. 

By ~Ir. 1\IONTGOliERY: A hill (H. R. 7963) for the pur
ella e of a site and erection thereon of a public building at 
1\Iiami, in the State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By illr. W .A.TSON: .A. bill (H. R. 7964) for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building at Ambler, Mont
gomery County, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. · 

Br Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 7965) granting lea"e of ab
sence to officer and employees of the Government who attend 
the citizens military training camps ; to the Co:ounittee on the 
Ci ril Service. 

By Mr. WELLER : .A. bill (H. R. 7966) to provide the name 
bv which the Board of General Appraisers and members thereof 
shall hereafter be known ; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By 1\Ir. ZIHLUA..N: A bill (H. R. 79G7) authorizing the re
tirement of acting assistant surgeons of the United States 
Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. JOHNSON of South Dakota: .A. bill (H. R. 7968) 
regulating immigration and naturalizati~n of certain veterans 
of the World War; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: .A. bill (H. R. 7969) to amend the 
act entitled "An act to license customhouse brokers," approved 
June 10, 1910, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. · 

By Mr. LEA. ·viTT: A bill (H. R. 7970) to authorize the can
cellation under certain conditions of patents in fee simple to 
Indians for allotments held in trust by the . United States; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. LINEBERGER : A bill (H. R. 7971) to provide coop
eration to safeguard endangered agricultural and municipal 
interes ts and to protect the forest cover on the Santa Barbara, 
Angeles, San Bernardino, and Cleveland National Forests from 
destruction by fire, and for other purposes ; to the Committee ou 
Agriculture. 

By 1\Ir. :\IcF.A.DDEX. .A. bill (H. R. 7972) to prohibit offer
ing for sale as Federal farm-loan bonds any .,ecurities not 
issued under the terms of the farm-loan act, to limit the use 
of the words '' Federal," " United States," or "reserve," or a 
combination of such words, to prohibit false advertising, and 
for other purposes ; to the Committee on Banking and Cur
rency. 

By l\Ir. McMILLAN: .A. bill (H. n. 797S) to provide Ameri
can regi try for the Norwegian sailing vessel Deru:ent; to the 
Committee on the Merchant l\1arine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LUCE: .A. bill (H. R. 7974) to amend further an act 
entitled "An act to regulate foreign commerce by prohibiting 
the admission into the United States of certain adulterated 
grain and seeds unfit for seeding purposes," approved August 
24, 1912; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

By l\Ir. REID of Illinois (by request) : .A. bill (H. R. 7975) 
to amend the Code of Law for the District of Columbia in 
relation to descent and distribution; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DEAL: A bill (H. R. 7976) providing for the re
storation of the old lighthouse at Cape Henry, Va.; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By l\Ir. HARE: .A. bill (H. R. 7977) to make additions, ex
tensions, and improvements to the post-office building at Aiken, 
S. C., to be used as post office and courthouse; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By l\Ir. HUDSPETH: .A. bill (H. R. 7978) to prevent gam
bling in cotton futures and make it unlawful for any person, 
corporation, or association of persons to sell any contract for 
future delivery of any cotton within the United States, unless 
such seller is actually the legitimate owner of the cotton so 
contracted for future delivery at the time said sale or contract 
of sale is made ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 7979) granting to the Yose
mite Valley Raih·oad Co. the right of way through certain 
public lands for the relocation of part of its existing raill·oad; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By l\Ir. WYANT: .A. bill (H. R. 7980) to change the name of 
the Department of the Interior to the Department of Public 
Works and Domain and to provide for the reorganization and 
more effective coordination of the public-works functions uf 
the Federal Government to the aforesaid department; to the 
Committee on the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BOWLING: Resolution (H. Res. 94) to print 2,500 
copies of the Soil Survey of Tallapoosa County, Ala.; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 95) to print 2,500 copies of the Soil 
Survey of .A.utauga County, Ala. ; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolution (H. Res. 96) to provide for 
the consideration of the bill H. R. 7893, entitled ".A. bill to 
create a division of cooperative marketing in the Department 
of Agriculture," and for other purposes ; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

lly Mr. GRIFFIN: Resolution (H. Res. 97) for the appoint
ment of a ::;pecial committee, composed of seven Members of 
the House, appointed by the Speaker, to inquire into the con
struction of submarines, and for other purpo ·es ; to the Com
mittee ou Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills a.nd re olutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Ur. ABERl\"'ETHY: A bill (H. R. 7981) providing for the 

examination and survey of the channel from the North River, 
via Back Sound, to Lighthouse Day, N. C., v'fith a view of pro
viding a depth of 5 feet; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 7{)32) granting a pension to 
1\Iary L. Peck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7983) granting a pension to Nannie E. 
Bowman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pension . 

By Mr. GELLER: .A. bill (H. R. 7984) for the relief of Her
man .M. Bernelot Moens; to the Committee on Claims. 
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By 1\Ir. CHAPllAN: A bill (H. R. 7985) granting an in

crease of pension to Matilda Jane Adams; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7986) granting an 
increase of pension to Luman B. Palmeter ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 7987) granting an increase of 
pension to John T. Ro see; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 7988) granting an increase of 
pension to Christina Muller; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pcn~ions. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 7989) granting an in
crease of pension to Caroline M. Smith ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7990) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Baldwin ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7991) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth W. Perkins ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 7992) granting a pension 
to Sarah L. Greene; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 7993) granting an increase 
of pension to Thirza E. Green; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 7994) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Haas ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 7995) granting a 
pension to Howard E. Tolson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By 1\lr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 7996) for the relief of 
Deh·oit Fidelity & Surety Co. ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7997) granting an 
increase of pension to Ann Boggs; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7998) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary 1\I. Eaton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIEFNER: A bill (H. R. 7999) granting a pension to 
John J. Saffell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\lr. KUNZ: A bill (H. R. 8000) for the relief of Harry A. 
Tedswell ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8001) 
granting a pension to Sarah E. Miller; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8002) granting an increase of pension to 
Adelle Tobey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MENGES: A bill (H .. R. 8003) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah Zimmerman ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8004) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Witman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8005) granting an increase of pension to 
Leah Brunner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREHEAD: A bill (H. R. 8006) granting an 
increase of pension to Agnes Jones ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8007) granting a pension to Nancy 
Reedy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\1r. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 8008) granting an increase 
of pension to Herbert 0. Kohr ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8009) granting an increase of pension 
to Eliza M. Clark ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8010) granting al} increase of pension to 
Rachel Wright ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 8011) granting an increase 
of pension to Lucy E. Findley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. O'CON!',"'ELL of New York: A bill (H. R. 8012) 
granting a pension to James Cash; to the Committee on 
Pensions. • 

By Mr~ PARKER: A bill (H. R. 8013) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret Mallery; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8014) gt·anting an increase of pension to 
Annie l\1. Kelly ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8015) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane Pelletier ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 8016) granting an in
crease of pension to Arsula Bagley ; to the Committee on Inva
lid Pensions. 

By Mrs. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 8017) for the relief of 
James M. Thomas; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROMJUE: A bill (H. R. 8018) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. · 

By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: A bill (H. R. 8019) granting a pen
sion to Mary .Abbie Mears; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8020) granting an increase of pension to 
George Ann Tadlock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 8021) granting a pension to 
Adaline Macaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\f.r. SUMNERS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8022) granting 
an increase of pension to Herbert Edward Poynter; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 8023) authorizing the Presi
dent to appoint Albert L. Derbyshire s.urgeon in the United 
States Public Health Service; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 
~Y Mr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 8024) granting a pension to 

Ehza Blake; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 8025) granting an increase 

of pension to Lucina Hightower; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

B:f Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 8026) granting ·a pension to 
Addie Bayles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8027) for the relief of John P. Stafford; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8028) granting a pension to William E. 
Worden ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 8029) granting an increase of 
pension to Clara B. Griswold ;. to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 8030) granting an in
crease of pension to Ida 0. Southwick; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W AllREN: A bill (H. R. 8031) for the relief of Abra
ham L. Alexander, postmaster of Plymouth, N. C., for postal 
funds stolen from the post office in said town; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLI.A.l\IS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8032) granting 
a pension to Emily Ray ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZIHLl\IAN: A bill (H. R. 8033) to authorize the 
general accounting officer~ of the United States to allow credit 
to Galen L. Tait, collector and disbursing agent, district of 
Maryland, for payments of travel and subsistence expenses 
made on property certified and approved vouchers ; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 

399. Petition of the National Sculpture Society, 215 West 
Fifty-seventh Street, New York City, concerning a number of 
war memorials being erected throughout the country ; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

400. By Mr. BLOOl\1: Petition of Republican organization 
of the twenty-second assembly ill trict, New York City, regard
ing the present coal situation; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

401. :By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of the Carded Woolen 
Manufacturers' Association, Boston, Mass., recommending cer
tain changes in the Merritt "misbranding" bill (B. R. 3904) ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

402. By l\Ir. GARBER: Letter from the Farmers' Educa
tional and Cooperative Union of America, Oklahoma City, Okla. 
relative to House bill 4798; to the Committee on Agriculture: 

403. Also, petition of the employees of the United States 
Railroad Labor Board, asking the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce of the Senate and the House to consider an amend
ment to proposed bills S. 2306 and H. R. 7180; to the Commit
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

404. Also, recommendations of the Oklahoma Society of Cer
tified Public Accountants, in regard to the proposed 1926 Fed
eral revenue law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

405. Also, article by F. I. Brown, president Babson's Service 
Co., relative to existing postal rates; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

406. By· Mr. KIEF.NER: Resolution from the Flat River 
Chamber of Commerce, of Flat River, l\Io., favoring the pur
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building 
for the use of the United States post office at that place; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

407. By Mr. LEAVITT: Petition of the Montana Federation 
of Women's Clubs, and Woman's Clubs at ::\Iissoula. Philips
burg, Dutto.n, Deer Lodge, Ollie, Harlem, Helena, and Ringling, 
Mont., urgmg reenachnent of the Sheppard-Towner mater
nity act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

408. By Mr. 1\IORROW: Petition of the New Mexico Cattle 
and Horse Growers' A sociation, in favor of the Gooding lon<>'
and-short-haul bill; to the Committee on Interstate Commerc~. 
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